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WASHINGTON OFFICE
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March 16, 1983

Ms, Rathryn Brown

ALBERT BAKER
15T4-1942

HKARL &, STIPHER
JOHK D GCOGHRAN
BYRON P. HOLLETT
DAN R.WINCHELL
EARL CLAY LLEN,JR.
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Freedom of Information Officer
United States Environmental

Protection Agency
Region V
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Freedom of Information Reguest

Dear Ms. Brown:
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JOSEFPH DANIELS
1914 1072
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GEORGE W. SOMERS
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DAVID K. IERZOG
HANDY . LOSER

CHRISTOPHRER G.SCANLON

MARC W, SCISCOE
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This reguest for documents is made pursuant to the
Freedom of Informaticon Act (FOIAY, 5 U.S5.C. § 552, and regula-
tions promulgated thereunder by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), 40 C.F.R. §§ 2.100, et seq.

Explanatory Notes. As used herein:

a. "Landfill", "Northside", or "Northside
Sanitary Landfill"™ means Northside Sanitary Landfill,
Inc., Boone County, Indiana, and Jonathan W. Bankert
d/b/a Northside Sanitary Landfill, Boone County,
Indiana;

b. "Enviro-Chem" or "Environmental Conserva-
tion and Chemical Corporation" means the waste
recycling and reclamation facility adjacent to the
Northside Sanitary Landfill which is (or was) located
on property in Boone County, Indiana, that is (or
was) owned by Jonathan W. Bankert and his wife,
Patricia A, Bankert; and ' )

c. "Document" or "documents® mean EPA record
as that term is defined in 40 C.F.R. § 2.100(b).
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We request:

1.(a) £11 documents relating to the interim authori-
zation program submissions of 40 C.F.R. §§ 123.123(a) (1)-(a) (5)
for the State of Indiana:; and (b) all documents relating to
the progress report of 40 C.F.R. § 123.131 submitted by the
State of Indiana.

2.(a) All documents relating to revisions of the
Part A application filed by Northside Sanitary Landfill or
Enviro-Chem with the EPA Region V Administrator pursuant to
40 C.F.R. § 122.22(c); and (b) all documents relating to
studies or investigations by EPA to determine whether North-
side or Enviro-Chem has treated, stored, or disposed of
hazardous waste at facilities without interim status; and
(e)-all documents relating to studies or investigations by
EPA to determine whether (i) Northside has treated, stored,
or disposed of hazardous waste not reported on its Part A
application, or revisions thereocf, or (ii) Enviro-Chem has
treated, stored, or disposed of hazardous waste not reported
on its Part A application, or revisions thereof.

3.(a) 2ll documents reflecting or tending to reflect
the names of haulers or generators of wastes which have been
treated, stored, or disposed at Northside Sanitary Landfill
or at Enviro-Chem, the amounts of wastes received from these
persons, and the amounts paid by these persons for treatment,
storage, or disposal of wastes at Northside Sanitary Landfill
or Enviro-Chem; and (b) all documents not otherwise provided
in response to Request No. 3(a) which reflect or tend to
reflect the amounts, types, nature and location of wastes
treated,; stored, or disposed at Northside Sanitary Landfill
or Enviro—Chem.

4, All documents pertaining to the construction,
operation, closure or expansion of Northside Sanitary Landfill
or Enviro-Chem, to the effect of the Landfill or Enviro-Chem
upon the environment, to the geologic suitability of the
site of the facilities, to any sampling or testing done in
the vicinity of the Landfill or Enviro-Chem, or to any instal-
lation of a leachate collection system at the Landfill,
including but not limited to all such documents submitted by
EPA to or obtained or received by EPA from (a) the Indiana
Stream Pollution Control Board, any member of that Board, or
any member of its staff; (b) the Indiana Environmental
Management Board, any member of that Board, or any member of
its staff; (c) the Indiana Department of Natural Resources,
or any member of its staff; (d) the Indiana State Board of
Health, or any member of its staff; (e) the Attorney General
of Indiana, or any member of his staff; (f) the Indiana Solid
Waste Facility Site Approval Authority, or any member of its
staff; (g) the United States Department of Interior, Geological
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Survey, or any member of its staff; (h) the United States
Department of AgrlculLure, Soil Conservatlon Service, or any
memnber of its staff; (1) Enviro-Chem (or any predecessor or
successor corporation or receiver), its agents, employees,
representatives, or Gary M. Watson; (3j) WNorthside Sanitary
Landfill (or any predecesgsor or successor corporation), 1ts
agents, employees, representatives or Jonathan W. Bankert;;
(k) the Indiana Heartland Coordinating Commission, any member
of its staff or any of its agents or employees; and (1) any
agent, employee, or contractor of EPA (such as CHzM or Ecology
and Environment, Inc.).

5. All documents submitted by EPA to or obtained
or received by EPA from Alt & ﬂ1t21g Englneerlng, Inc., ATEC
Assoc1ates, Inc. Malcolm "BE.AyYdt, P.UE., Donald A. Cranor ot
Cranor Tand Serv1ce; G H. Dayhqu, R.P.S5., or Teclinosolve,
Inc., Roland P. Dove or Roland P. Dove and ASSOClateS, -Brian
Opel or Floyd Brown Assoc¢iates, David M. Finton, Roy Strong,'
or Ronald Wukasch in connection with the construction;
operatlon or expan51on of Northside Sanitary Landfill or
Enviro-Chem, in connection with any effect of Northside
Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem upon the environment, or in
connection with any sampling or testing done in the vicinity
of Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem.

6.(a) All documents submitted by EPA to or obtained
or received by EPA from Terry R. West or T.R. West & Assoc1ates
in connection with (i) any ¢onstruction, operation or expansici
of Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem, or of the
geologic suitability of the site of these facilities, (ii) any
sampling or testing done in the vicinity of Northside Sanitary
Landfill or Enviro—-Chem, or (iii) any studies of the effect
of Northside Sanitary Landfill or its operations or Enviro-Chem
upon the environment; and (b) in this regard, all documents
which reflect or tend to reflect (i) any oral communications
between EPA and Terry R. West or T.R. West & Assoclates, and
(ii) the substance of any EPA meeting with Terry R. West or
any agent, representative or employee of T.R. West & Associates.

7. All documents submitted by EPA to or obtained
or received by EPA from Donald L. Lush or Manager Beak Consul-
tants Ltd. in connection with Northside Sanitary Landfill or
BEriviro-Chem including, but not limited to, (a) any sampling
or testing done in the vicinity of Northside Sanitary Landfill
or Enviro-Chem, or (b) any studies of the effect of Northside
Sanitary Landfill or its operations or Enviro-Chem upon the.
environment.

2. All documents pertaining to the construction,
operation or expansion of Northside Sanitary Landfill or
Enviro-Chem or to any other matter involving Northside Sanitary
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Landfill which were submitted to or obtained or received
from (a}) the law firm of Kunz & Kunz, Willis K. Kunz or
Halbert A, Kunz; and (b) the law firm of Parr,uRlchey,
@bremskey & Moruon or Warren D. _Krebs. '

S, A1l documents submitted by EPA to or obtained
or received by EPA from William E. Qatess or O.A. Laboratorles,
any member of its staff or any of its agents or employegs;
in connection with the operation of Northside Sanitary Landfill
or with any sampling or testing done at or in the vicinity
of Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem.

10. (a} All documents which were submitted to or
received from the United States Department of Transportatlon
by Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem since 1977 in
connection with any transport of liquid or hazardous waste
to Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem; and (b) all
documents maintained or obtained or received by Northside
Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem pursuant to any rule or
requirement of the United States Department of Transportation
regarding liquid or hazardous waste.

11. All documents submitted by EPA to or received
or obtained by EPA from Environmental Consultants, Inc.,
Clarksville, Indiana, in connection with (a) the operation
of Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem; (b) any effect
of Northside Sanitary Landfill or of Enviro-Chem upon the
environment; or (¢} any sampling or testing done in the
vicinity of Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem.

12.{(a) All documents submitted by EPA to or obtained
or received by EPA from Howard, Needles,..Tammen. & Bergendoff,
any member of its staff, or any of its agents or employees, '
in connection with the constructlon, operation or expansion
of Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem or with any
leachate collection system installed at Northside Sanitary
Landfill; (b} all documents submitted by EPA to or obtained
or received by EPA from Butler, Fairman and .Seufert, any
member of its staff or any of its agents or employees, in
connection with the operation of Northside Sanitary Landfill
or Enviro-Chem or any study of the costs of operation of
Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem; and (c) all docu-
ments submitted. by EPA to or obtained or received- by EPA
and_Balley, Pasadena, Callrornla, any membetr ofitg stafE,
or any of its agents or employees in connection with Northside
Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem.

13. All documents submitted by EPA to or obtained
or received by EPA that were maintained or prepared by Northside
Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem in connection with any rule
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or requirement of {(a) the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act, 42 U.5.C. § 6901, et seg., and any regulations promul-
gated pursuant thereto, including, but not limited to,
documents recording the (i) detailed chemical and physical
analyses of representative samples f£or each hazardous waste
stream accepted-for-disposal by Northside Sanitary Landfill,
(ii) the written waste analysis plan, (iii) the written
schedule for 1nspect1ng all monitering egquipment, safety and
eriergency equipment; sécurity devices, and operatlng and
structural eguipment, {(iv) the written description for jobs
relating to hazardous waste management; (v} training records
on current personnel, (vi) the contingency plan, (vii) the
written operatlng record, (v111) annual reports, (ix) unmani-
fested waste reports, (x) documents relating to groundwater
contamlnatlon and monitoring data, (xi) closure plan,

(xil) post-closure plan, and (xiii) all documents identifying
the generators of such wastes accepted for disposal by North-
side Sanitary Landfill, or (b) the Indiana Environmental

Management Act, IC 13-7 et seg., and any regulations promul-
gated pursuant thereto.

14.(a) 2All manifests relating to solid or hazardous
wastes transported to Northside Sanitary Landfill or
Enviro~Chem; and (b) all documents recording the acceptance
or receipt of wastes by Northside Sanitary Landfill or
Enviro-Chem, including but not limited to (i} invoices,

(ii) bills of lading, and (iii) shipping papers.

15. All documents pertaining to the construction,
operation or expansron of Northside Sanitary Landfill, or
the compliance of Northside Sanitary Landfill or Enviro~Chem
with laws or regulations protecting the environment, which
were submitted to or obtained or received from any elected
official of the State of Indiana, from any member of the

staff of the Governor of .the State of Indiana, or from the

Indiana Department of Commerce or any of their employees or
staff persons.

16. All documents submitted by EPA to, or obtained
or received by EPA in connection with compliance by Northside
Sanitary Landfill, by Enviro-Chem, or by any real estate
owned by Jonathan W. Bankert with the Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response Compensation and Liability Act, 42 U.S.C.

§ 9601, et seg., or any rule or requirement promulgated
pursuant “thereto. o

17. (a) All permits, licenses or. approvals issued
by EPA for the construction,. operatlon or expan51on of North-
side Sanitary Landfill, for the discharge or emission of any
pollutant from Northsrde Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem, or
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for the cong;ructlon or operation of any pollution control
device by the Landfill or Enviro-Chem; (b) all notices,
Warnings, orders, or determinations issued to Northside
Sanitary Landfill or Enviro-Chem by EPA which relate to com-
pliance with any federal law or regulation protecting the
environment; and (¢} all documents pertaining to whether any

such permit, license, or approval cculd or should be issued.

18.(a) All documents setting forth any oeszgn or
engineering plans for any leachate collection system installed
at--the North81de Sanitary Landfill; and (b} all documents
recording: (1) dates upon which leachate is pumped from the
leachate collection tanks at Northside Sanitary Landfill and
the amcunt of leachate pumped from such tanks on those dates,
(ii) the tanks from which such leachate is pumped, (iii) the
location of the disposal of any such leachate, including the
amount of any leachate pumped into the working face of
Northside Sanitary Landfill, and (iv) the amounts of all
liquid materials other than leachate disposed of in NorthSLde
Sanitary Landfill.

19. PFor each sample oﬁmwell_watéx (or-.groundwater),
surface water, leachate, sediment or biological specimen
taken or obtained by EPA in the vicinity of Northside Sanitary
Landfill or Enviro-Chem, all documents: {a) showing the
date and location from which the sample was taken; (b) used
to record data relating in any way to the collection of the
sample or the delivery of the sample to any person; (c) relating
in any way to any chemical, biological, or physical tests
made upon the sample; (d) relatlng to any testing methodologles
used in the chemical, biological, or physical tests made
upon the sample; (e) setting forth data or information obtained
from or relating to any chemical, biological, or physical
tests made on the sample; (£} containing calculations and
analyses of data or information obtained from or relating to
any chemical, biological, or physical tests made on the sample;
and (g) containing any interpretation, analysis, or opinion
regarding the meaning or significance of any data or information
obtained from or relating to any chemical, biological, or
physical tests made on the sample.

20.(a) All reports that relate to studies on the
at Nérthside Sanltary Landfill; and (b) all documents that
contain data or 1nformat10n resulting -from or relatlng to
any testlﬁg ‘for gases “{such as methane gases) posing an -
“explosién or toxicity hazard at or in the vicinity of North51de
Sanitary Landfill.
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21.(a) All maps, diagrams, charts, figures, designs
or blueprints outlining, depicting, picturing or showing the
location of any groundwater menitoring orx piezometer well at
or in the vicinity of Northside Sanitary Landfill3j and (b) all
documents relating to the boring of such wells and/or the
weil logs relating to such wells., 7 =

22. All documents submitted to or obtained or
received from persons regularly transportlng, arranging for
transport or disposing of hazardous wastes at the Landfill
that reflect or tend to reflect Northside's intention to
cease acceptance of hazardous waste after January 26, 1983,

23.(a) All documents submitted by EPA to or received
or obtained by EPA from Ronald G. Blankenbaker, State Health
Commissioner, Indiana State Board of Health, including but
not limited to, all documents provided to Dr. Blankenbaker
in response to the FOIA reguest dated October 8, 1882 (attached
hereto as Exhibit A); and (b) all documents submltted by EPA
to or received or obtalned by EPA from Don Newman, the Director
of the Washington Office for the State of Indiana.

24, All documents referred to in Appendix B
(attached hereto as Exhibit B) to the draft report, "Remedlal
Action Master Plan_{RAMP)", dated February 14, 1983, and -
prepared by CHsM for EPA in connection with the Enviro-Chem
site, including but not limited to the final RAMP report for
the site, if available. (EPA is not reguested to provide a
copy of the draft RAMP referred to in this Request.)

25. All EPA notes and memoranda commenting upon
or analyzing any information in any of the documents sought
by any of these requests, including but not limited to all
such documents submitted to or received or obtained by Hugh
Kaufmann, an EPA employee in EPA's Office of Solid Waste and
‘Emergency Response.

26. All documents that list or itemize documents
submitted to all committees or subcommittees of either House
of Congress in connection with Northside Sanitary Landfill
or Enviro-Chem; and (b) all documents that list or itemize
documents provided by EPA in response to thls FOIA request.

We request that each of the above- numbered requests
‘be treated severally, and only one copy of any document be
provided. We. further request that, in the event the search
and copying fees for a numbered request should exceed $20,00,
we be advised so that we have an opportunity to take steps
to minimize costs, if necessary. In the event any of these
requests be denied or exceed the $20.00 per request monetary
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limit herein imposed, or the response thereto be delayed,

this should not preclude or delay timely production of any
of the c¢ther requests.

Respectfully submitted,

BAKER & DANIELS

'y
7 2 ;Jaw \EEM, _U\/ijl}r

George W, Pendygraft{} k

GWP/is
Enclosures
cc w/enc.: EPA Freedom of Information Officer
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Mr. Steven K. Raymond
General Manager

Aetna Casualty & Surety

6081 East 82nd Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46250

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request
RIN-501-85

This is in response to your Freedom of Information Act request received
July 10, 1985, in which you asked for quantities and types of wastes,
non-compliance, and bi-annual reports for the following facilities:

a) Kaufmann Engineering, 701 Ransdale Road, Lebanon, Indiana;

b) Enviro-Chem, 865 S. State Road 421, Zionsville, Indiana,
United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA)
identification number IND084259951;

c) Enbosograph Display Manufacturing Co., 1430 West Wrightwood
Avenue, Chicago, I11inois, U.S. EPA identification number
ILD005130471;

d) Midco I, 7400 West 15th, Gary, Indiana, U.S. EPA identification
number, IND980615621;

e) Midco II;

f) Emery Industries, 1300 Carew Tower, Cincinnati, Ohio, U.S. EPA
identification number QHD093903235; and,

g) West Freeman Field, Seymour, Indiana (Seymour Recycling,
G Avenue West, Seymour, Indiana, U.S. EPA identification
number IND040313017).

Per your conversation with Ms. Christine Klemme, of my staff, you agreed

to a 10-day extension of time to compile the necessary materials. You
further indicated that you required a computer printout of inspection and
compliance actions against the facilities. You also indicated that you
required information on two Gulf and Western Manufacturing Companies located
at State Route 46 W, Greenburg, Indiana, U.S. EPA identification number
IND052959640, and 1625 East Voorhees, Danville, I1linois, U.S. EPA
jdentification number ILD065247355.
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Attached please find a computer printout which lists those wastes generated

by the above facilities, and compliance information for Enviro-Chem,
Enbosograph, Midco T, Emery, Seymour, and the Gulf and Western Manfacturing
facilities. We have no Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
information available in our files regarding Kaufmann Engineering and Midco II.
Regarding your request for copies of all bi-annual RCRA reports for the above
facilities, please note that RCRA biennial reports are compiled once every two
years. Since the States of Illinois, Ohio and Indiana are authorized to perform
their own surveys and inspections, please contact: Mr. Greg Zak, I1linois
Environmental Protection Agency, 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, I1linois
62706; Ms. Martha Gibbons, Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, P.0. Box 1049,
361 East Broad, Columbus, Ohio 43216; and, Mr. Guinn Doyle, Indiana State Board
of Health, 1330 West Michigan Street, Indianapolis, Indiana 46206, for
additional information.

Attached please find Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
Liability Act information concerning Kaufmann Engineering, and Emery
Industries.

Also attached is a Bill for Collection on which the fees for this request
have been itemized. Please return the top portion of the billing form
with your check or money order in the amount of $74.50, payable to the
United States Environmental Protection Agency, and forward your remittance
to the address on the billing form. Payment is due within 30 days.

Please contact Ms. Klemme, at (312) 886-3715, if you have any questions or
require further assistance,

Singerely,

Chief, Solfd Waste Branch
Attachments

cc: M. Gibbons, QEPA
G. Zak, IEPA
G. Doyle, ISBH
Facilities 1isted above



Attachments for RIN-501-85

EMERY INDUSTRIES

. Freight Bill received 3/30, 1 page.

. Freight 8i11 received 4/6, 1 page.

. Freight Slip received 10-16-72, 1 page.

. Freight S1ip received 10/16/72, 1 page.

Solvent Reclamation Sales and Production Record, purchase order #009077, 1 page.
Solvent Reclamation Sales and Production, purchase order #009078. 1 page.

Dun and Bradstreet, #009079, 009080, 009081, 1 page.

. Liquid Waste Removal Record-Hauler Report, 1 page.

* [

SO~y O P

ENVIRO-CHEM

1. Letter from A, Leder to A. Clark, dated 3-25-81, 1 page, with attached
inspection report, 22 pages.

2. RCRA Inspection Report-Interim Status Standards, dated 3-19-81, 2 pages.
3. EPA Form 3510-1, dated 11-19-80, 2 pages, with map attached.

4. EPA Form 3510-3, dated 11-19-80, with maps, 9 pages.

5. RCRA Inspection Report, dated 3-4-81, 24 pages, with attached recovery,
treatment, and disposal procedures.

6. Letter from David Finton to Rich Shandross, dated 5-15-81, 1 page.

7. Inspection Review form, 2 pages.

8, Letter from Oral Kent to Roy Strong, dated 12-11-78, 2 pages.

9. Letter from Wm. Miner to Gary Watson, dated 7-26-82, 2 pages.
10, (Memo)-Report on a Trip to Enviro-Chem on 5/20/80, dated 5-29-80,

from G. Madany to C. Castle, 2 pages.

11, Memo notes from R. Shandross to H. Witschonke, dated 5-17-82, 2 pages.
12. Inspection Report Notes from 3-4-81, with listing of violations, and
timetable of related actions, 7 pages.

13. Letter to Anne Gorsuch from Toby Moffat, regarding Enviro-Chem, dated 9-30-82,
2 pages.

14, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson, dated 8-27-82, 1 page.
15. Letter from R, Pichard to G. Watson dated 8-4-82, 2 pages.
16. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 7-22-82, 1 page.
17, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 7-23-82, 2 pages.
18. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 7-30-82, 2 pages.
19, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 6-28-82, 2 pages.
20, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 6-18-82, 1 page.
21. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 5-14-82, 2 pages.
22. Letter fron R. Pickard to 6. Watson dated 5-19-82, 2 pages.
23. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 5-19-82, 2 pages.
24. Letter from G. Doyle to W, Weddle dated 5-14-82, 1 page.
25, Letter from R. Pickard to G, Hatson dated 5-7-82, 2 pages.
26. Letter from R, Pickard to G. Watson dated 4-22-82, 3 pages.
27. Letter from R. Pickard tn G. Watson dated 4-15-82, 1 page.
28. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 4-8-82, 4 pages.
29. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 2-10-82, 6 pages.

30. Letter from Commanding Officer to Mr. Strong, dated 1-15-82, 1 nage.
31. Letter from R. Pickard to G, Watson, dated 1-12-82, 2 pages.

32. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson, dated 1-8-82, 2 pages.

33. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson, dated 12-31-81, 2 pages.

34, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson, dated 12-23-81, 2 pages.

35, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson, dated 12-10-81, 3 pages,



7.
Attachments to RIN-501-85 (continued)

ENVIRO-CHEM

36. Letter from R. Pickard to

Watson dated 12-7-81, 2 pages.
37. Letter from R. Pickard to

. Watson dated 12-1-81, 1 page.

38. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 11-13-81, 2 pages.
39. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 11-9-81, 2 pages.
40. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 11-2-81, 2 pages.
41. Letter from R, Pickard to G. Watson dated 10-27-81, 1 page.

42, Letter from
43, Letter from

. Pickard to
. Pickard to

Watson dated 10-20-81, 1 page.
. Watson dated 10-19-81, 2 pages.

DOoOMOMoOOMOMOoOMDoOOe
*

44, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 10-8-81, 2 pages.
45, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 9-23-81, 2 pages.
46. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 9-21-81, 2 pages.
47. Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 9-16-81, 2 pages.
48, Letter from R. Pickard to G. Watson dated 9-10-81, 2 pages.

49, Letter from
50. Letter from
51. Letter from
52. Letter from
53. Letter from
54, lLetter from
55, Letter from
56. Letter from

. Doyle to G. Watson dated 9-4-81, 1 page.
Doyle to G. Watson dated 8-31-81, 1 page.
Pickard to G. Watson dated 8-20-81, 1 page.
Doyle to R. Strong dated 8-13-81, 1 page,

. Pickard to 6. Watson dated 8-6-81, 2 pages,
. Pickard to R, Strong, dated 7-6-81, 1 page.
Pickard to R. Strong, dated 6-24-81, 1 page.
. Pickard to R. Strong, dated 6-18-81, 1 page.
57. Letter from Pickard to R. Strong, dated 6-11-81, 1 page.
58. Letter from Pickard to R. Strong, dated 5-14-81, 1 page,
59. Letter from R. Pickard to R. Strong, dated 5-8-81, 1 page.
60. Letter from R, Pickard to R. Strong dated 5-7-81, 2 pages.
61. Letter from Enviro-Chem (D. Fitch) to Karl Klepitsch, dated 4-2-81,
3 pages, with attached bulk tank inventory and aerial view map.

AV AV OO OO0 X

BOHN ALUMINUM (Gulf and Western), Greensburg, Indiana

Letter from Terry Gach to Lee lLanglotz, dated 3-12-82, 2 pages.
Letter from R. Pickard to B. Smith dated 3-4-82, 2 pages.
Letter from Bob Smith to G. Doyle, dated 9-28-81, 2 pages.

. Letter from R. Pickard to Bob Smith, dated 8-27-81, 2 pages.

. RCRA Inspection Report dated 7-16-81, 24 pages.

. Inspection and Enforcement Review/Status -2 pages.

File Audit Review Form, dated 11-16-82, 3 page.

Inspection Review Form, dated 1-22-82, 1 page.

IS5 Inspection Review Sheet, dated 1-7-82, 1 page,

WO~ OT B WwMN
- - -

.- * 8

GULF AND WESTERN MANUFACTURING CO. (Chicago, I11inois)

1. Inspection and Enforcement Review -1 page.
2. Letter dated 1-17-83 from W. Miner to C.T. Corporation with attached
consent agreement and final order, and Complaint, 12 pages.

EMBOSOGRAPH DISPLAY

1. Invoice dated 9-20-78, 1 page.

2. Stright Bill of Lading, signed 9-11-78, 1 page.

3. Order to Ship dated 9-11-78, 1 page.

4. Receiving Ticket and Material Report, dated 9-11-78, 1 page.
5, Invoice dated 6-27-78, 1 page.

6. Straight Bill of Lading, dated 6-15-78, 1 page,
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Attachments for RIN 501-85 (continued)

EMBOSOGRAPH

7. Invoice dated 11-11-77, 1 page.

8. Pick-Up Ticket dated 11-9-77, 1 page.
9. Order to Ship dated 11-9-77, 1 page.
10. Order to Ship dated 3-21-77, 1 page.
11. Pick-Up Ticket, dated 3-21-77, 1 page.
12. Order to Ship, dated 6-30-75, 1 page.
13, Invoice dated 6-30-75, 1 page.

Additional EMERY INDUSTRIES information.

. Letter from J. Hines to W. Reuger, dated 7-23-82, 2 pages.

RCRA Interim Status Inspection Form, dated 6-28-82, 16 pages.

Letter from P. Flanigan to W. Rueger, dated 9-9-81, 1 page.

Deficiency Notification Table-ISS Inspection, dated 8-28-81, 3 pages.
Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities Form A, dated 8-28-81, 24 pages.
. EPA Form 3510-1, dated 11-18-80, 5 pages.

. Inspection Review Form, dated 6-28-82, 2 pages.

~ R W
[ ) - - -
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Ple wint or type in the unshaded areas only aj-
[fils areas a-e spaced for elitz typs, i.e., 12 characters/inch). Form Approved OMB No. 158-R0O175
FO{M 7N 3 I ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY I. EPA I.D. NUMBER
e GENERAL INFORMATION Bl 1 T T I | FOES
\’ Consolidated Permits Program EL N D 928 4 2.5 9 95 1 [3lp
GENERAL (Read the "“General Instructions’' before starting. ) ik T e W T
=" "LKE GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

NN

PLEASE PLACE LABEL IN THIS SPACE

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete A through J to determine whether you need to submit any permit application ferms to the EPA. If you answer “yes” to any
questions, you must submit this form and the supplemental form listed in the parenthesis following the guestion. Mark “X" in the box in the third column
if the supplemental form is attached. If you answer “'no"” to each question, you need not submit any of these forms. You may answer “no™ if your activity
is excluded from permit requirements; see Section C of the instructions. See also, Section D of the instructions for definitions of bold—faced terms.

Z

If a preprinted label has been provided, affix
it in the designated space. Review the inform-
ation carefully; if any of it is incorrect, cross
through it and enter the correct data in the
appropriate fill—in area below. Also, if any of
the preprinted data is absent (the area to the
left of the label space lists the information
that should appear), please provide it in the
proper fill—in areafs) below. If the label is
complete and correct, you need not compiete
Items 1, I1l, V, and V| (except VI-B which
must be completed regardless). Complete all
items if no label has been provided. Refer to
the instructions for detailed item deserip-
tions and for the legal authorizations under
which this data is collected.

A.STREET OR P.O. BOX

MARK ‘X'
SPECIFIC QUESTIONS ves | no [o.220M. SPECIFIC QUESTIONS ves | no [ 500N o
A. Is this facility a publicly owned treatment works B. Does or will this facility (either existing or proposed)
which results in a discharge to waters of the U.S.? include a concentrated animal feeding operation or
(FORM 2A) XX aquatic animal production facility which results in a X X
TEilEE T discharge to waters of the U.S.7 (FORM 2B) e T
C. Is this a facility which currently results in discharges D. Is this a proposed facility fother than those described
to waters of the U.S. other than those described in XX in A or B abovel which will result in a discharge to <X
A or B above? (FDRM ZC_) 22 3 24 waters of the U,S._? (FORM 2D) 28 26 27
% : = b F. Do you or will you inject at this facility industrial or
E. Does or will this facility treat, store, or dispose of municipal effluent below the lowsrmost stratum con-
hazerdous wastes? (FORM 3) XX XX taining, within one guarter mile of the well bore, b X
PP B = underground sources of drinking water? (FORM 4) T T =
G. Do you or will t at this facility a roduced G R = i
wat:r g,- oth;r ?IS?Q'snifﬁsci arelsb:loulgh‘; t:‘;hpe surface H. Do you Or Will yau mject at this facility fluids for spe-
in connection with conventional oil or natural gas pro- cial process}ee;_such o5 mu;nfng of su:fU{ by_tthe Fr;s,ch
duction, inject fluids used for enhanced recovery of p.rooes:, fso L'II !;:n Im'"'"g mm:ra s'tlt? 3l utcorn us?-
oil or natural gas, or inject fluids for storage of liquid P t(;gBHoM 4‘)’“' Mel, orirecovery of.geatliomal energy. DX
hydrocarbons? (FORM 4) 32 | 3% 36 37 | =8 D
1. Is this Tacility a proposed stationary source which 15 J, Is this facility a proposed stationary source which is
one of the 28 industrial categories listed in the in- NOT one of the 28 industrial categories listed in the
structions and which will potentially emit 100 tons instructions and which will potentially emit 250 tons
per year of any air pollutant regulated under the per year of any air pollutant regulated under the Clean
Clean Air Act and may affect or be located in an XX Air Act and may affect or be located in an attainment XX
attainment area? (FORM 5) P OS] = area? (FORM 5) R —5
Il}. NAME OF FACILITY
e ] | I ] I I
THBIE N VI RO-CHEM CORPORATION
T s o e
IV. FACILITY CONTACT
A. RAME & TITLE (last, first, & title) B. PHOME (area code & no.)
B 1T Vo6 L L T L L T Ib Do b BT T bl e T A e (e T 1 I, oY 2 e B
21S TRONG ROY PRESIDENMNT 31 7]||Fr 6 9
_u I“ % E : 2 : 5 3 s : =k : g " . = ! * : 4!‘-._‘. IQI‘J!1
V. FACILITY MAILING ADDRESS

.i T T T T T T T T T T T T I 1 ] 1 I I ] ] 1 I 1 ] 1 LR T
38 65 S STATE ROAD 421
o
B. CITY OR TOWN C.STATE| D. ZIP CODE
[ c ] I T T T I 1 1 I T T T T T T 1 ] 1 1 1 I I 1 ] I I | 1 1) 1
47 TONSVILLE. IN|lhe6d77
15 ] 16 af a7 = 51
VI, FACILITY LOCATION
A.STREET, ROUTE NO, OR OTHER SPECIFIC IDENTIFIER
= ] T T 1 ] 1 ] 1 1 1 ] I T T 1 T T ) T 1% T 1 | T | R | T E L §
Bls 6 5 S STATE ROAD 421
T “r 3 bl 2 A A L L e 5 e | L i L 2 i i x s i 1 L i i 3 A -"
B. COUNTY NAME
"l S e | | TR L I ] T =4 BN | X R B (L | i
IBOONE
_l_.ﬁ_‘- * i i £ 3 2 4 - s 70
C.CITY OR TOWN D.STATE| E.ZIP CODE F-C}JgnTer}ODE
[ T ] 1 T ] I T 1 ] 1 I T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T I 1 I —QF
BlZz TONSVILLE IN|f46077 /O*||
e = ;

EPA Form 3510-1 (6-80)

CONTINUE ON REVERSE

ROV L0980



ONTINUED FROM THE FRONT )
1 Vil SIC CODES (4-digit, in order of priority) -

A. FIRST 3 f 5 B. SECOND
el T T 1 Jispeciry) = U U U | (fspecify)
717 3,99 SOLVENT RECOVERY oo e o
5|16 > 18 ! 1516 L is
C. THIRD D. FOURTH
e T T T ispecify) '; T T [ (specify) =
7 ) R
15 16 = : !ﬂ'_ 5|16 s 18
VIil. OPERATOR INFORMATION 4
A. NAME B. Is the name listed in
BT T T TR [T AT T e et I e Lol R b ey w4 listidh Sl g
gE N Y T RO-CHEM CORPBORAT ION KX ¥YES I NO
15 | 18 i L { = 66
€. STATUS OF OPERATOR (Enter the appropriate letter into the answer box, if “'Other”’, specify.) D. PHONE {area code & no.)
F = FEDERAL M = PUBLIC (other than federal or state) (specify) & ] il =il
§ = STATE 0O = OTHER (specify) 2 A 31 787 6 oO@6 1 5 3
P = PRIVATE 55 15 16 - [1] 8 - 21 _-:_zl - '-a
E.STREET OR P.O. BOX
L T LI S [ I N S . L L L L i L G
8 6 b = S TATE ROAD 4 2 1 .
e SR e .
F. CITY OR TOWN G.5sTATE H.ZIP coDE [IX, INDIAN LAND
. TGRS ER R e R I R ' T 7 T T s the facility located on Indian lands?
By TONSVILLE 1nfl466 7 7] Clyes [InNo
- il A 1 1 1 L 1 i Il 1 A = ) | 1 L i - L 'l L L 1 1 i 1 1 1 1 52
5 8 - a0 a1 a2
X, EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS.
A. NPDES (Discharges to Surface Water) D. PSD (Air Emissions from Proposed Sources)
SRR R T L L i L L el T 1 S R L L
9 N I|A\ i L 1 i A 1 i 1 1 i i 9 P N i AI A i i 1 [ 1 L 1 1 A
_LE 16 117 | 18 = 30 15116 | 17§ 18 2 30
B. UIc (Underground Injection of Fluids) _ E. OTHER (specify)
S L I T F 1 I ] T ] 1 = B i | I =1 1 | L T T T 1 -
U N A N A (specify)
THR T H e T e T N B e R T R T
€. RCRA (Hazardous Wastes) E. OTHER (specify)
cl T 1 I 1 ] 1 1 I I T T I 1 I c] ® 1 | I ] T 1 I I 1 T ] ) I 7
5 1R N A . ) N A . (specify)
= D R _‘.L 1 Il i L s = i il i s I Ia T ‘G = !.l L A (] ] L - A L Il L i T
Xl. MAP

Attach to this application a topographic map of the area extending to at least one mile beyond property bounderies. The map must show
the outline of the facility, the location of each of its existing and proposed intake and discharge structures, each of its hazardous waste
treatment, storage, or disposal facilities, and each well where it injects fluids underground. Include all springs, rivers and ofher surface

water bodies in the map area. See instructions for precise requirements. £ 9: A/ (@)
X1l. NATURE OF BUSINESS (provide a brief description

Custom solvent reclamation, hazardous waste transportation, spill cleanup,

lagoon and tank cleaning, chemical liquid and solid fuel production from

wastes, research and development in chemical recowery.

F9:a/51

I certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitied in this application and all
attachments and that based on my mqu.rry of mose pemans :mmedlately remnsible for obtairing the mfarmatmn contamed in the

X11l, CERTIFICATION fsee instructions)

A. NAME & OFFICIAL TITLE (type or print)

DAVID M. FINTON, V. PRESTIDENT
ROY STRONG — PRESIDENT

C. DATE SIGNED

=2 DS L TR T R LT G S

f =]

C' A i i 1 i n i i i i L

| 15 | 36

EPA Form 3510-1 {6-80) REVERSE
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September 30, 1982

”’;:f
The Hounorable Anne M. Gorsuch )
Administrator ‘ : qf:
Environmental Protection Agency KL
401 M Street, S.W. ' i

Washington, D.C. 20460 ' fig

Dear Mrs. Corsuch:

The Subcommittee om Environment, Energy and Natural Resources e
has a2 continuing interest in efforts to identify potentially dapgerous
hazardous waste sites and to prevent the environmental and humen
health damage often caused by them. Subcommittee memher Floyd Fithian,
who has a longstanding interest in effective hazardous waste regula-
tion, has requested that the Subcommittee fnvestigate the Envirc-Chen
ARG vecyeling facllity and adjoining landfill in Zlensville, Indiana
cutside of Indianapolis.

That six~acre site contains over 20,000 55-gallon drums many of
vhich ave leaking Industrisl solvents, acids, caustics, palnt sludges,
thinners, and resins. Storad outdoors without protection from rain
and stacked four and five high on porocus soil and gravel, the site
may pose a sevious fire and explosion hazard. Addiciopmally, those
drums plus 47 bulk storapge tanks filled with 270,000 gallons of liquid
wastes and the landfill conteuts conceivably could threaten ground-
water supplies and the Fagle Creek Resevrvolr, a majior source of driak-
ing water for Indiznapoliis' over one million residents. Notwithstanding,
the owners of the site are currently proposing to expand that lsndfill.

It is the understanding of the Subcommittee that EPA Iinspected
the site 4n March, 1981. Despite the apparently dangerous site condi-
tions and the leaking drums, the resulting consent order of October 30,
1981 (Docket No. V-W-81l-R-444A) does not require a major site cleanup
and assessment of possible eunviropmental damage. Rather, 1t was con~-
fined to a modest recuirement that the owaners improve their record-
keeping.

To fully assess EPA's hardling of that issue to date, the Subcom-
mittee respectfully requests that you provide 14 with the following:



The Honorable Anne M.
September 30, 1982
Page Two

-

Those materials will b
review of the site and the
and Recovery Act regulation
appreciate vyour providing ¢
Thursday, October 7. If
Please contacet D.Anon Murphy

all reports, analyses,
documents in EPA'g
the Zionsville site,

ud
Gorsuch

memoranda or other
POssession relating to

e of help to the Subcommitte
effectiveness of Resource Conservation
5 and their implementation. I would
he documents by close of business on
u have questions regardi

ng this request,
cf the Subcommittreen staff at 225-6427.,

e in its

Thank you for your assistance in this matter,

Sincegrely,

; ﬁ £ ns'-&‘ > Sinanl
‘{”/”’f AL

AT
g -

TOBT MOF?%?“

Chairma%?%

s Fela B

e
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DATE:  April 5, 1983

SUBJECT:  WMD 83-23 N
%-‘;

i
FROM: Rochele L. Bennettﬁ;ﬂﬂ’
RAIU

T0; Jdohn Oaks
Remedial Response
Attached is a 1ist of enclosures for WMD 83-23 regarding the Northside Sanitary
Landfill and Epviro-Chem {Congressional Inquiries). This is the information

_ that was requested by Superfund (WMB portion).




! april 20, 1981
A Juiy 19, 1982
% september 13, 1982

ﬁ' September 13, 10982

B’September 23, 1982
& September 24, 1982
4 September 30, 1982
9 October 5, 1982

§ October 8, 1982

1§ 0ctober 11, 1982

Jéwovember 5, 1982

€ \

¥ Dacember 6, 1982

lgTébruary 4, 1983

LIST OF ERCLOSURES

CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRIES

Letter from Douglas F. Johnstone to Attorney General Linley E.
Pearson

Letter

from Blankenbaker (ISBOH; to Hon. Mitchell V. Harper

Letter from Douglas F. Johnstone M.D. to Senator Richard G. Lugar
tetter from Douglas F. Johnstone M.D. to Representative Mitchell V.
Harper

tetter from Buck to Lugar

Letter from Lugar to Anne Gorsuch

Letter from Toby Moffett to Anne M. Gorsuch

Letter from Susan Cook to SenatorSLugar and Quayle

Letter frﬁm Lugar te Val Adamkus

Lefter from Quayle to Anne Gorsuch

Letter from Rita M. lavelle to Honorable Toby Moffett (House of
Representativesy '

Letter from Rita M. Lavelle to Quayle

Letter from Rita M. Lavelle to Ouayle
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1. Congressional Inguiries - A statement was made that EPA had
Fecejved more inquires from Jegisiators on Northside/ECC
than any other site in Region V. The attachec iist
outlines the inguires that we have copies of. If there are
others, please advise.. - ' i
o RAMP/ECC - The recent controversy surrounding the release
GF tne draft RAMP prepared by CH>M HiTl underscores
very real problem. Obviously ++ 5 document is draft, but
the quality of that draft weighe heavily both on the
contractor in terms of quality ot work and the contracting
¥ agency in terms of the judicious use of taxpayers dollars.

1f the RAMP reguires that much rewriting, the obviously we
have an inexperienced contractor (regardiess of whether you
call it draft.)

Many of the mistakes developed in the ECC RAMP are also found in

methodologies,
far only cloud the State and FPA's ability to function effective]y to

mitiyate problems as they arise..

serious review of their technigues,
The documents producsd sO

We reguest a
and abilities be undertaken.

-
- .

1851 — A CENTURY OF SERVL [ - 1981
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ease print or type with ELITE type f12 character k

ch) in the unshaded aregas oniy.

Form Approved OMB No. 158-S79015
724 No. 0246-EPA-OT.

ﬁr"-\ ii""""‘ﬂh’ U.S. ENVIRON,

"

NTAL PROQTECTION AGENCY

NOTIF!"ATION OF HE\ZARDGUS WASTE A

TIVITY

INSTALLA-
TIOM'S EPA
1.B. MO,

1AME OF IN- A e
- STALLATION NS &

INSTALLA-
TION

- MAILING
ADDRESS

|

111

LOCATION
OF INSTAL-
LATIONMN

T ]

A DETAULH M

/ucrf' on O
C_N\r o3t

Clis

PLEASE PLACE LABEL IN THIS SPACE

INSTRUCTIONS: |f you received a preprinted
label, afiix it in the space at left. If any of the
infermation on the label is incorrect, draw a line
through. it and supply thz correct information
in the appropriate section below. If the label is
complete and correct, leave ltems I, i, and 1]
below blank. 1f you did not receive a preprinted
fabel, comnplete all items, “instaliation” means a
single site where hazardous waste is generatad,
treated, stored and/or disposed of, or a trans-
porter's principal place of business. Please refer
to the INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILING NOTIFI-
CATICN before completing this form. The
information requested herzin is reguired by law
{Section 3010 of the Rescurce Conservation and
Recovery Act], i

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLYE_T o E_ﬂsl%mg gfti:ﬁﬂﬁﬁ o

<]

iC

15 |16 - == 55
INSTALLATION'S EPA 1.D. NUMBER APPROVED E’(?,:‘T_Em‘?,'icjli‘f)o IR0 ~ (—HL’} ] =

| = | Tinl C )

FlI|N{D|0|8|4|2{5!9|9[5 11 [T . T AN

112 131 1a]13 15 17 = 2z 3

i. % ¥

t

Q)

Rlola

L. LOZATIO

Ztilolnl s{vlil1]1]e

. INSTALLATION CONTACT

HlA _U

R

31 4 8

ol [T

A. NAME OF INSTALLATION' S LEGAL OWNER

15 16

5 OF OWNER

{cnter the approprmte lefte J'nta box)

VI. TYPE OF HAZARﬁOUS WASTE ACTIVITY (enter “X " in the appropriate ao\.fes))_'#“

F
]

FEDERAL |
NON—-FEDERAL

o

A. GENERATION

. C. TRE ATISTDHE/DISFDSE

@a TRANSPORTATION (complele item VH)

DD U\]DERC‘HOUND INJECTION

VII MODE 0“‘ TRAN‘;PORTATION {tmnsporters only — enter X" in the appmprmte box{cs}) s

DA AlR DB. RAIL

.c. HIGHWAY

YIII, FIRST OR SUBSEQUENT NDTIFICATION

A

DD. WATER
&4

DE. OTHER (specify):
85

"= X" in the appropriate box to indicate whether this is your m:.tallatuon s first notuﬁcatmn Of hazari dous Waste actwm,! ora subsequsnt nohfmatlon

s is not your'first petification; eater your Installation’s EPA 1.D. Number'in the space provided balow,
e e

[]a. FirsT noTiFicaTION

| 1X. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES | s

Piease go to tha reversa of this form and prnu!de the requested mformatlo-'l

Ae. SUBSEQUENT NOTIFICATION (complete itern C)

~ EPA Form B700+12 (6-80)

CONTINUE ON REVERSE

A & b i



.3.- FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

waste from non—specific sources your instaliation haﬂd!es U.:F' addational sheets |f Necassary.

1 2 ' 3 4 5 &
* ’

23 - Z8 PE] - 75 Z3 o 25 22 - 26 z3 - b 23 - 25

EE] - 28 k 73 - e 23 - E ES) - 25 23 - 5 =3 - zz

B. HAZARDOUS WASTES FROM SPECIFIC SDURCES. Enter the four—digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.32 for earh listed hazardaus waste from
specific industrial sources your installation handlaes. Use zdditional sheets if necessary. .

13 ) 1a 15 : 16 17 13

23 - .23 EE) - 28 28 = 3e 23 - 25 23 - 26 |23 - .25
19 20 21 2z 23 23

230 5= 25- 23 - 5 23 - 25 23 - 25 23 = 26 r 23 & 25
25 25 27 z8 29 30

23 - 25 23 . - 25 |23 = 26 . 23 - 75 23 - 25 23 - 28

C. COMMERCIAL CHEMICAL PRODUCT HAZARDOUS WASTES. Enter the four—digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.33 for each chemical sub-
stance your installation handles which may be a hazardous waste. Use additional sheets if necessary. 2

Tf HOoVY.LIO ‘.‘f

ar ' iz 33 34 a5 36
23 - - 2% 23 - 25 :_1- - 26 23 - 28 23 - 25 23 - 26
4 [P —_— e
37 38 39 40 a1 42
23 FE 25 23 - - 2§ 23 = 25 23 e o 2y 8 28 R FE - 25
43 44 45 a5 47 48
23 - 26 23 - 28 23 - 26 23 % 26 23 - 26 23 - 26 |

0, LISTED INFECTIOUS WASTES, Enter the féur—d:’git number from 40 CFR Part 261.24 for each listed hazardous waste from hospitals, veterinary
hospitals, medical and research laboratorizs your installation handles. Use additional sheets if necessary.

&9 . 50 51 52 53 . 54
23 - Zé b 23 = - 25 . 23 - 25 J23 . 26 23 - 25 23 - .Zﬁ
. E. CHARACT E':HSTICS 0'5 NON-—-LISTED HAZAHDOUS WASTES. Mark “"X'' in the boxss corresponding to the characteristics of non—listed
hozardous wastes your inslaliation hendles, (Soe 4R OFN Poris 261,27 - 2071.23)
4 .
l:l 1. IGNITABLE Dz. CORROSIVE Da. REACTIVE . L__In TOXIC
{Doo1} {o002) {Dao3)
X.CERTIFICATION : '

I certify under penalty of law that I have personally exammed and am familiar wxrh the mformanon submitted in this and all
attached documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information,
I believe thar the submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penaglties for sub-
mitting fahe mformanon mcludmg the posnbzhty of fine and imprisonment.

Y HDVJ.Bd Y

-‘IGHATU,—?E NAME & QOFFICIAL TITLE (type or print) DATE SIGNED

‘ ,Q/ James E. Koenig - _ / / ;
/f"'\’f—f””— B Vice President - ENRAC i &3 N

EpArwBB?smz{s-am REVERSE —-J°
*NOTE: The facility is.currently a clean-up site. Waste identification is unknown.
Facility was originally operated as a solvent recovery facility.



P. e print or type in the unshaded areas only
(fi. in areas-zre spaced for elite type, i.e., 12 cf*aracters/inchi

I .
FO:MM ' INVIRONMENTAL PROTEGTION ACENCY

(;; HAZA _JOUSWASTE PERMIT APPLICATION
A

7 Comsdlidated Permits Program
RCRA (This information is required under Section 3005 of RCRA.)

1 FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

PPLICATION| DATE RECEIVED
APPROVED {yr., mo.. & day) COMMENTS
=i 24 - 25

1I. FIRST OR REVISED APPLICATION

Place an “‘ X" in the approprlate box in A or B below (mark one box only) to indicate whether this is the first appllcation you are submitting for your facility ora

revised appltcatmn If this is your first application and you already know your facility’s EPA |.D. Number, or if this is a revised application, enter your facility’s
EPA I.D. Number in Item | above.

A. FIRST APPLICATION (place an “X'' below and provide the appropriate date)

1. EXISTING FACILITY (See instructions for dej‘inft:’on of “existing' facility, - D 2.NEW FACILITY (Complete item below.)
7 Complete item below. FOR NEW FACILITIES,
= . VIDE D
= T Mo, 5anv ] FOR EXISTING FACILITIES, PROVIDE THE DATE (yr., mo., & day) YR, Mo, DAY _Fy'?.om:, &1&2;} D?;EA-
g OPERATION BEGAN OR THE DATE CONSTRUCTION COMMENCED R RN OIS
T |7 j {use the boxes to the left) l l L EXPECTED TO BEGIN
15 73 74 75 il 77 78 73 T4 75 76 77 78
B. REVIS APPLICATION (place an X" below and complete Item I above) LI
D 1. FACILITY HAS INTERIM STATUS ¢ [[Jz. FACILITY HAS A RCRA PERMIT
72

III. PROCESSES — CODES AND DESIGN CAPACITIES

A. PROCESS CODE — Enter the code from the list of process codes below that best describes each process to be used at the famhty Ten lines are provided for
entering codes. |f more lines are needed, enter the code(s) in the space provided. |f a process will be used that is not included in the Ilst of codes below,|then
describe the process (including its des:gn capacity) in the space provided on the form (/tem 11I-C).

B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY — For sach code entered in column A enter the capacity of the process.
1. AMOUNT — Enter the amount.
2. UNIT OF MEASURE — For each amount entered in column B(1), enter the code from the list of unit measure codes below that describes the unit of
measure used. Only the units of measure that are listed below should be used.

PRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF PRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF
CESs MEASURE FOR PROCESS CESS MEASURE FOR PROCESS
see.t - PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY.
Storage: Treatment:
CONTAINER (barrel, drum, etc.) S01 GALLONS OR LITERS TANK TO01 GALLONS PER DAY OR
TANK S02 GALLONS OR LITERS LITERS PER DAY
WASTE PILE S03 CUBIC YARDS OR SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT T02 GALLONSPER DAY OR
CUBIC METERS LITERS PER DAY
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT S04 GALLONS OR LITERS INCINERATOR TO03 TONS PER HOUR OR
N METRIC TONS PER HOUR;
Disposal: g GALLONS PER HOUR OR
INJECTION WELL D79 GALLONS OR LITERS B UEH HOUN
LANDFILL D80 ACRE-FEET (the volume that OTHER (Use for physical, chemical, 'T04 GALLONSPER DAY OR
would cover one acre to a thermal or biological trem"men LITERS PER DAY
depth of one foot) OR processes not occurring in fanks,
- HECTARE-METER surface impoundments or inciner-
LAND APPLICATION D81 ACRES OR HECTARES ators. Describe the processes in
OCEAN DISPOSAL D82 GALLONS PER DAY OR the space provided,; Item III-C,)
LITERS PER DAY
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT D83 GALLONS OR LITERS | .
UNIT OF UNIT OF UNIT OF
MEASURE MEASURE MEASURE
UNIT OF MEASURE CODE ° UNIT OF MEASURE CODE UNIT OF MEASURE CODE
GALLONS o8 S e i s e G LITERS PER DAY oy v iaaelave & o i v ACRE-FEET. 55 ¢ ¢ il atsidlsnai e s s S s
o B e s L R ot o my L FTONSPERHOUR . . ¢ ..o 0 o nro s oo D HECTARE-METER.
CUBIGYARDS . == s ke e Y METRIC TONS PER HOUR S o W ACHES, & « <2 n
CUBICMETERS L i S At o s 2 a3 [ =4 GALLONSPERHOUR . .: . ..+« s E HECTRHEES X s e sy s
GALLONSPERDAY . ........:. u LITERSPER HOUR . - . '8 o' & L

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING ITEM Il (shown in line numbers X-1 and X-2 below): A famllty has two storage tanks, one tank can hold 200 gallons and the
other can hold 400 gallons. The facility also has an incinerator that can burn up to 20 gallons per hour.

5] X FIAl S \
C DUP 3/ \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\
1 2 " 1314 15

E[ A.PRO.|  B- PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY e E s B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY o
Bl e Soe ZUNITloFFICIAL| m é:ggsE ZLUNIT |OFFICIAL
%g (from list "(?,,"‘53,‘«’,,3”' Sire OLIF'JSLEY gg (reom lict 1. AMOUNT Es OL:\]SL'.EY
£ £ i

3| above) E:‘isndeef a9z above) (eeod:;

16 - 16 |18 - 27 |28 | 24 = 3_;__ 18 - 18 18 C: 27 28 29 = 32

X-151012| 600 G 5
X-2AT(0(3 20 E 6

Us gl 385, 00 OPZ e :
_|s|d]2 220,500 QP | |e 8

3 9

g 18} 18: = 27 z8 29 = 33-21 16 = 18} 19 = - 27 z28 29 = 32

EPA Form 3510-3 (6-80) PAGE 1 OF 5 CONTINUE ON REVERSE




be

Continued from the front,

111 PROCESSES (continued) S

C.SPACE FOR ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES OR FOR DESCRIBING OTHER PROCESSES (code “T04"). FOR EACH PROCESS ENTERED HERE
INCLUDE DESIGN CAPACITY.

‘_‘

IV. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES
A. EPA HAZARDOUS WASTE NUMBER — Enter the four—digit num isted hazardous waste you will handle. If you

o
handle hazardous wastes which are not listed in 40 CFR, Subpart D, enter the four—digit number(s) from 40 CFR, Subpart C that describes the characteris-
tics and!or the toxic contaminants of those hazardous wastes.

B. ESTIMATED ANNUAL QUANTITY — For each listed waste entered in column A estimate the quantity of that waste that will be handled on an annual
basis. For each characteristic or toxic contaminant entered in column A estimate the total annual quantity of all the non—listed waste(s/ that will be handled
which possess that characteristic or contaminant.

C. UNIT OF MEASURE — For each quantity entered in column B enter the unit of measure code. Units of measure which must be used and the appropriate
codes are: :

POUNDS. « . 4 oo v v s v s s s s s a6 a0 0o os o P KILOGRAMS . . .. . ... O L TS S K
= R e S e T Sl e S (5 T METRIC TONS. . . . . e e R S e e RS ™M

If facility records use any other unit of measure for quantity, the units of measure must be converted into one of the required units of measure taking into
account the appropriate density or specific gravity of the waste,

D, PROCESSES
1.. PROCESS CODES:

For listed hazardous waste: For each listed hazardous waste entered in column A select the code(s) from the list of process codes contained in Item Iil
to indicate how the waste will be stored, treated, and/for disposed of at the facility.
For non—listed hazardous wastes: For each characteristic or toxic contaminant entered in column A, select the codefs) from the list of process codes
contained in Item 11l to indicate all the processes that will be used to store, treat, and/or dispose of all the non—listed hazardous wastes that possess
that characteristic or toxic contaminant.
Note: Four spaces are provided for entering process codes. |f more are needed: (1) Enter the first three as described above; (2) Enter “000" in the
extreme right box of Item IV-D(1); and (3) Enter in the space provided on page 4, the line number and the additional codef(s/.

2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION: If a code is not listed for a process that will be used, describe the process in the space provided on the form,

NOTE: HAZARDOUS WASTES DESCRIBED BY MORE THAN ONE EPA HAZARDOUS WASTE NUMBER — Hazardous wastes that can be described by
more than one EPA Hazardous Waste Number shall be described on the form as follows:
1. Select one of the EPA Hazardous Waste Numbers and enter it in column A. On the same line complete columns B,C, and D by estimating the total annual
quantity of the waste and describing all the processes to be used to treat, store, and/or dispose of the waste.
2. In column A of the next line enter the other EPA Hazardous Waste Number that can be used to describe the waste. In column D(2) on that line enter
“included with above" and make no other entries on that line. =
3. Repeat step 2 for each other EPA Hazardous Waste Number that can be used to describe the hazardous waste.

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING ITEM IV (shown in line numbers X-1, X-2, X-3, and X-4 below] — A facility will treat and dispose of an estimated 900 pounds
per year of chrome shavings from leather tanning and finishing operation. In addition, the facility will treat and dispose of three non—listed wastes. Two wastes
are corrosive only and-there will be an estimated 200 pounds per year of each waste. The other waste is corrosive and ignitable and there will be an estimated
100 pounds per year of that waste. Treatment will be in an incinerator and disposal will be in a landfill.

A. EPA C.UNIT D PROCESSES

IEI S i’v{:sz#snn% HLESHMATRD ANNUAL OSUMREEA— 1. PROCESS CODES 2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION

:,g e st AR QP WASTR (enter " (enter) , (if a code is not entered in D(1))
 fiL |G | . i |

X-1|K[0|5|4 900 Blef VS O3 | EXES 0

; || k=2 | FER ligal!

X-21D|0|0|2 400 PlKECO 3 DASKD
I E ] =k 1A

X-31D|0|0|1 100 Pl 03 DEEE0
71 =] B | i)

X-4|D|0|0|2 included with above

EPA Form 351q—3 (6-80) PAGE 2 OF 5§ CONTINUE ON PAGE 3



Confinued from page 2. F
NCTE: Photocogy this page before completing

'u have more than 26 wastes to list.

Form Approved OMB No. 158-S80004

205

EPA I.D. NUMBER (enfer from page 1) | FOR OFFICIAL USE UNLY \
s r/al © | s | T/ aN e
WlT [N|D 8425995131 i DUP 2 :
1 2 = 1314 |18 1 I = 13 A
V. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES (continued
'A. EPA : C.UNIT D. PROCESSES
W  |HAZARD.| B. ESTIMATED ANNUAL |9F MEA-
Zg WASTENO] QUANTITY OF WASTE {enter 1. PROCESS CODES 2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION
1z | (enter code) cade) (enter) (if a code is not entered in D(1))
23 n 26 27 = 33 RY) = 29 27 =- 20 27 = 29 _2_11_-_‘3_‘
=1 T |
L |r|glg]| ooy gibl T| p—= |s0||S02 RECOVERY
‘ =3 = - ==t
2 rlplglz| ocqpgal T| M |go/S024 .|  RECOVERT
] T T T 1 T T T T
3 \r|gld|a| se2agpPg T| e g oy |S0a REGOVERY-
- 1 i 5 = S
4 |F|B|g|a] 10ep pHY | p= [|So | |soay RECOVERT
: T 1 T i
3 % RECOVERY
Flpld|s| seoaf goR” U lamd SPI] Soa|
I .
6 |F|p|d|e asg gPF T RECOVERY-
I = IR =1
Tleldlale prr e s T Mer— SO HSOH REGOVERY
I ! =1 =T L
B = (llg 118 A-gw T = Sogrm________ RECOVERY
| | L o =¥
Q
L. 5 asd T So % RECOVERY
E [ | i LN | i 7
10 | r‘! zla Aﬂdgﬁ_?r T [N (€ ||SO RECOVERY
E 9 1 I S | T
11
| | 3 Tt =7
12
I I T T T T T T
13 B
L e F B
14
E— 1 T T
15
) ¥ T 7 |-
16
i T 1 B 3 T
]
[ i F=4 =%
18
' T s = T
19
j 1 =1 3 T
20
Ty ¥ 1 1 1
21
[BL | T L G
22
| e | A =2 [
23
T i I 1 B ="k
4
1 T T It T
25
26 L T T [ i
2_3 - 2‘! 27 - 3_5 26 27 1& 27 - 20§27 = 29 27 ?_i
EPA Form 3510-3 (6-80) CONTINUE ON REVERSE
PAGE 3 OF'S

(enter “‘A", “B*, ““C", etc. behind the “'3"" to identify photocopied pages)



Continued from the front.

TV. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES Lﬁi’_ PR
E. USE THIS SPACE TO LIST ADDITIONAL PixOCESS CODES FROM ITEM D(1) ON PAGE 3.

EPA 1.D, NO. (enter from page 1)

gs T/Al
.FINDE{84259951 6

n

3 A

‘ 2 E
V. FACILITY DRAWING

All existing facilities must include in the space provided on page 5 a scale drawing of the facility (see instructions for more detail). :
VI. PHOTOGRAPHS

All existing facilities must include photographs (aerial or ground—fevel) that clearly delineate all existing structures; existing storage

treatment and disposal areas; and sites of future storage, treatment or disposal areas (see instructions for more detail). =l
VII. FACILITY GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION
LATITUDE (degrees, minutes, & seconds) LONGITUDE (degrees, minutes, & seconds)
; Jo T
P40 0D 43| 816 1_@15,-6,2 WIS 5S¢ gunplgdinel
5 66 57 e8] [ 88 T 71 I P 74l {75 76 77~ 79

VIII. FACILITY OWNER

. If the facility owner is also the facility operator as listed in Section V11l on Form 1, “General Information®, place an X" in the box to the left and
sklp to Section | X below. I

B. If the facility owner is not the facility operator as listed in Section VII1 on Form 1, complete the following items:

1. NAME OF FACILITY'S LEGAL OWNER 2. PHONE NO. (area code & no.)
E
is lis - 55 [ss - so) [ss - e1] [se2 - [
3. STREET OR P.O. BOX 4.CITY OR TOWHN 5. ST. 6. ZIP CODE
= c
F G
15 116 1 a0 | a1 ay - 1

IX. OWNER CERTIFICATION

| certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this and all attached
documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, | believe that the
submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. | am a @mere are significant penalties for submitting false information,

including the possibility of fine and imprisonment.
A AN /'_'h

A. NAME (print or type) C. DATE SIGNED

“ Roy Strong and/or David Finton
X, OPERATOR CERTIFICATION

| certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this and all attached
documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, | believe that the

submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment.

A. NAME (print or type) B. SIGNATURE C. DATE SIGNED

Roy Strong and/or David Finton
EPA Form 3510-3 (6-80)

PAGE 4 OF 5 CONTINUE ON PAGE 5



Continued from page 4. Form Approved OMB No. ?58-SSOOOQ C

| V. FACILITY DRAWING (see page 4) o
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[ FACILITY DRAWING [sce page 4)

445 FERT

R

Form Approved OM

TRSPERTYY BoOUNDRY

|
[ !
" sorr |
?
] *j / :
| w
!} %
Gl
TANK SteRAGE
‘ AREAS
| . +—
5
deﬁ"“”ﬁv#ﬁ
4-
| SFFICE
\ — —_—
¥ - r—Uhkyees=s S G o e
@ATE }
, N
|
| o,
| DRU M
g CSTORAGE
E (A
| ART A 3
i al
| ;
| H
i -
{ SCRLE. 1 taneH = SﬂQEE’Eﬁ: Key to Photographs
S
e
i \‘\\ PROPERIY SBouNDRY
' - 200 FEET
RS e ™~ PBGE 5 OF 5




LI PN
: CH % LA e X )
i - B
M T % 9
1\_ e 2 \\42'302_.90
936 .;-' = 4-D9Q ﬂ-”_ (EE
PO PR
Gt W
Indianapolis Terry ».* Ly~
> Airfield 77 Lz
A 450
CHRL o P Lyl
s 8
(o]
&
T.18 N.
Taaqg
j i _4430
|
|
; f \
0 |
« & |
) e —E g
Q |\’ ’ﬁ\'/’:j_ P == ° 2 |
& | e | e |
A 200 (SQUTH-BM{EY ) __H E ROAD D €=
e e e A | |
Q L /; I‘S\"J \ \,/,_ L‘ ¥ c_,f o |
LS = ) ; R )L "-—‘mqi——sgob, % _4-129
L3 l ] £ T\
I B 0 |
Ere
[ZE 5 l ‘
N o 3
[ ¥ TEARR "-'f
| A
- ;‘ i
NS {
// 2 |
-, § i - aaggooom
/I\ {‘_gi\ il = Lf—‘—_ ? © 1
" [ ] \NTERIDR-—GE‘OLDGICAL 44RVEY. \NASH?NGTON(U. Ci— 1972 1 4'0 OO
INDIANAPGLIS 17 M 5§3000m.£_ 86°15
_— ROAD CLASSIFICATION hr.,:C;;,
’ g ; H
e ————————— Primary highway, all weather,  Light-duty road, all weather, RN
7000 FEET hard surface ... improved surface. .. Y
: KILOMETER Unimproved road, fair or dry
weather... .. . ococooooo
D U. S. Route O State Route
. -
_ QUADRANGLE LOCATION well Lesatlons ROSSTON, IND.,
. 20242 N4000—WE8615/7.5
INDIANA 46204
ON REQUEST

1969

AMS 3764 |ll SE—SERIES V85!



VNVIANI ‘3T7IASNOIZ -« - -« - ¢+ NOILYHOdHOD WIHO-OHIANZ 3 : 0




Photograph #1

Photograph #

2

pis



Photograph #3

Photograph #4



G

Chemical Waste
Management
Inc.

s T ey

—

9

T o . 290 /PR
A st % AN H‘.f_’.L_L 1 L y\.\.,'-'- A h:\:" b~ S 8 < A

Chemical Waste Management, Inc
3003 Buiterfield Road

Oak Brook, lllinois 60521

312/654-8800

November 10, 1983

Mr. Y. J. Rim

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

230 South Dearborn

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Kim:

Enclosed is an amended "Notification of Hazardous Waste
Activity" form for the Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Company (ECC) in Zionsville, Indiana.

As you are aware, the contract for the clean-up and removal
of waste off-site has been awarded to ENRAC, a division of
Chemical Waste Management, Inc. As indicated on the
attached form, ECC, the original operator of the facility,
has been changed to ENRAC. See Item X, Certification.

As this should be considered simply a change in the operator

of the fac111ty, Chemical Waste Management, Inc. intends to
operate using the ECC U.S.E.P.A. ID No. INQQ§§259951"63;T TS0,
According to Richard Shandross of your staff, ECC also e
notified on the original form as the legal owner of the
installation. It is our understanding the land owner is
John Bankert.

Should you have any questions, please contact Judy Rosenbeck
at 312/654-8800.

Sincerely,

James E. Koenig
Vice President
ENRAC
JKR/1r

Encl.




UNITED STATES
Eiv JIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V
230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
CHICAGO. ILLINDIS 60604

REPLY TO ATTENTION OF;

Mr. Roy Strong RCRA ACTIVITIES
President ) :

Enviro-Chem Cor‘poratwn
865 South State Road 421
Zionsville, IN 46077

RE: Interim Status Acknowledgement - USEPA ID No. IND08425995]
FACILITY NAME: Enviro-Chem Corporation

Dear Mr. Strong:

This is to acknowledge that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)

has completed processing your Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application. It

is the opinion of this office that the information submitted is complete and

that you, as an owner or operator of a hazardous waste management facility, have
met the requirements of Section 3005(e) of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) for Interim Status. However, should USEPA obtain information which
indicates that your application was incomplete or inaccurate, you may be requested
" to provide further documentation of your claim for Interim Status. Our opinion
will be reevaluated on the basis of this information.

As -an owner or operator of a hazardous waste management facility, you are required
- to comply with the interim status standards as prescribed in 40 CFR Parts 122 and
265, or with State rules and regulations in those States which have been authorized
under Section 3006 of RCRA. In addition, you are reminded that operating under -
interim status does not relieve you from tha need to comply with all applicable
State and local requirements.

The printout enclosed with this 1etter identifies the 1imit(s) of the process

- design capacities your facility may use during the interim status period. This
information was obtained from your Part A Permit application. If you wish to
-handle new wastes, to change processes, to increase the design capacity of existing
processes, or to change ownership or operational control of the fac111ty, you may

- do so only as provided in 40 CFR Sections 122.22 and 122.23.

As stated in the first paragraph of this letter, you have met the reguirements

of 40 CFR Part 122.23; your facility may operate under interim status until such
time as a permit is issued or denied. This will be preceded by a request from
this office or the State (if authorized) for Part B of your application. Please
contact Arthur Kawatachi of my staff at (312) 886 7448, if you have any questions
concerning th%s letter or the enclosure. : .

S1ncere1y yours

Karl J. K1e§1tsch Jr.f‘Ch1ef

Waste Management Branch

Enclosure .



ADETACHA

A DETACH A

Form Approved QME No. 158-S79016
Please print or type with ELITE type (72 characters/i in the unshaded areas only. G o, 0246-EPA-OT

ah U.S. ENVIRONMeNTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
VEm NOTIFICATION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE ACTIVITY | INSTRULTIONS: If you received a preprinted

label, affix it in the space at left. If any of the-

INSTALLA- information on the label is incorrect, draw a line
| 7;'::3"-'_";3‘5"‘\ through it and supply the correct infarmation
ri | in the appropriate section below. If the label is

AAME OF IN- complete and correct, leave Items [, 11, and 1!

HSTALLATION below blank, If you did not receive a preprinted

IS I:'abel, ct?mplete all items. "Installatiu_:n" means a

i :ell.t?lrlims single site where hazardous waste is generated,
[ adisialen PLEASE PLACE LABEL IN THIS SPACE treated, stored and/or disposed of, or a trans-
porter's principal place of business. Please refer
QB 0 Q 9 3 JuL 2&8“ to the INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILING NOTIFI-
X v CATION before completing this form. The:
LOCATION information requested herein is required by law
[HL PO R INSTAL {Section 3010 of the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act).
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
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F = FEDERAL i i
M = NON—FEDERAL i C.TREATISTDHEIDISPOSE DD. UNDERGROUND INJECTIOMN
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VII. MODE OF TRANSPORTATION (transporters only — enter "X in the appropriate box(es)) SN
I:]A. AlIR DB. RAIL mc. HIGHWAY DD.WATER ' DE. OTHER (specify):
81 &2 83 64 65

VIII. FIRST OR SUBSEQUENT NOTIFICATION

Mark "*X’" in the appropriate box to indicate whether this is.your installation’s first notification of hazardous waste activity or a subsequent notification.
is-is not your first notification, enter your Installation’s EPA 1.D. Number in the space provided below,

C. INSTALLATION'S EPA 1.D. NO.

A. FIRST NOTIFICATION [] . suesE@uenT NOTIFICATION (complete item C)

IX. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES

Please go to the reverse of this form and provide the requested information. !
EPA Form 8700-12 (6-80) JU L o0 !38[] CONTINUE ON REVERSE
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1%, DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES (continued from front) .
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il cemfy under penalry :
attached documents, and. that based on: my inquiry of: those individuals. Immedmtely responsible. for oblaining the mformatron
l:eve rhat the submztted mformatmn is. rme accurate and complete x am aware rlwr rhere are szgmﬁcant penalrzes for sub-

of law that I have personally ‘examined and am femilier with the information submitted in this and: all ;

. ?HDV.LEG?

MAME & OFFICIAL TITLE (type or print} DATE SIGNED
DAVID M, FINTON
Vice President 7/18/80




ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF MOTIFICATION
OF HAZARDOUS WASTE ACTIVITY
{VERIFICATION)

This is to acknowledge that you have filed a Notification of Hazardous Waste Activity for
the installation located at the address shown in the box below to comply with Section 3010
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Your EPA Identification Number
for that installation appears in the box below. The EPA Identification Number must be in-
cluded on all shipping manifests for transporting hazardous wastes ; on all Annual Reports
that generators of hazardous waste, and owners and operators of hazardous waste treatment,
storage and disposal facilities must file with EPA; on all applications for a Federal Hazard-

ous Waste Permit; and other hazardous waste management reports and documents required
under Subtitle C of RCRA.

EPA 1.D. MUMEBER B ® . RE&SKNQWLED@E’MENT
i - He077

INSTALLATION ADDRESS B L 8&% SGUTH STATER@A@ ‘gai . .
| - ZIONSVILLE IN 46077

EPA Form 8700-12B {4-80) 09728784
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

g ° REGION 5
: W7 5
) M s 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
%, &8 CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604
AL prot®

5HS-JCK-13
CERTIFIED MAIL
» *RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
U.S. ZPA ID #:  INLOB4259951
ENVIRO-CHEM CORF
865 S ST RD 421 RE: Hazardous Waste Permit Application

Z IONSVILLE IN 46077

Dear Permit Applicant:

As you know, you have previously submitted Part A of the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) permit application for the above-referenced facility.
Timely submission of "the Part A" has allowed most hazardous waste management
facilities to continue to operate under RCRA "interim status"(or the State
program equivalent), while complying with applicable technical and record-
keeping standards.

On November 8, 1984, the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (the 1984
Amendments) were enacted to modify RCRA. Under the 1984 Amendments, all RCRA
permits issued after the date of enactment must provide for corrective action
for all releases of hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents from any
solid waste management unit, regardless of the time at which waste was placed
in the unit. In addition, all interim status facilities are subject to cor-
rective action requirements, regardless of whether they have 1) submitted a
Part B application, 2) submitted a closure plan, 3) reverted to generator
status only, 4) actually closed, or 5) none of these. Unless our Agency has
formally terminated the facility's interim status, the corrective action
requirements apply. Please note that both hazardous and non-hazardous waste
can meet the definition of solid waste under 40 CFR 261.2 (or the State
regulation equivalent).



We must determine whether releases of hazardous waste or hazardous waste con-
stituents have ever occurred at the facility site. If they have, we must
énsure that corrective actions either have been taken or will be taken to
eliminate threats to public health or the environment. An important element
in our decision process is the information that you provide on the enclosed
certification statement. Please read it carefully and either sign it and
return it, or return it unsigned with a cover letter of explanation, within

45 days of the date of this letter. At some point in time, public input will
be sought to either confirm or deny information you provide, or information we
gather on our own, concerning releases and corrective actions.,

. +Please mail your response to the following:

RCRA Activities

Region V

P. 0. Box A3587
Attention: ATKJG
Chicago, Illinois 60690

Sincerely yours,

David A. Stringham
Chief, Solid Waste Branch

Enclosure



CERTIFICATION REGARDING POTENTIAL RELEASES FROM
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS

FACILITY NAML:

EPA 1.D. NUMBER:
LOCATION CITY:

STATE:

1. Are there any of the following solid waste management units (existing or
closed) at your facility? NOTE - DO NWOT INCLUDE HAZARDOUS WASTE UNITS
CURRENTLY SHOWN IN YOUR PART A APPLICATION

s +

Landfill

Surface Impoundment

Land Farm

Waste Pile

Incinerator

Storage Tank (Above Ground)
Storage Tank (Underground)
Container Storage Area
Injection Wells

Wastewater Treatment Units
Transfer Stations i
Waste Recycling Operations
Waste Treatment, Detoxification
Dther -

T
T T

o 0o o0 OO O DOCO OO0 O

2. 1f there are “Yes" answers to any of the items in Number ] above, please
provide a description of the wastes that were stored, treated or disposed
of in each unit. In particular, please focus on whether or not the wastes
would be considered as hazardous wastes or hazardous constituents under
RCRA. Also include any available data on quantities or volume of wastes
disposed of and the dates of disposal. Please also provide a description
of each unit and include capacity, dimensions and location at facility.
Provide a2 site plan if available.

NOTE: Hazardous wastes are those identified in 40 CFR 261, Hazardous
constituents are those listed in Appendix VII1I of 40 CFR Part 261.
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3. For the units noted in Number 1 above and also those hazardous waste units
in your Part A application, please describe for each unit any data avatl.
able on any prior or current releases of hazardous wastes or constituents
to the environment that may have occurred in the past or may still be
occurring.

—. Please provide the following information

a. Date of release

b. Type of waste released

c. Quantity or volume of waste released

d. Describe nature of release {i.e., spill, overfiow, ruptured pipe
or tank, etc.)}

4, 1In regard to the prior or continuing releases described in Number 3 above,
please provide (for each unit) any analytical data that may be available
which would describe the nature and extent of environmental contamination
that exists as a result of such releases. Please focus on concentrations of
hazardous wastes or constituents present in contaminated soil or groundwater.

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were
prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system
designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate
the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons
who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering
the information, the submittal is, to the best of my knowledge and belief,
true, accurate, and complete. 1 am aware that there are significant penal-
ties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine
and imprisonment for knowing violations. (42 U.S.C. 6902 et seq. and

40 CFR 270.11(d))

Typed Name and Title

Signature ‘ Date

REV 8-1-85
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Y ENVIROMMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
s & REGION V
17, e : N |=’a L:f'?_at Jackson Bivd._

o =9 CHICAGO, ILLINQIS 60604 REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:
29"JuN 180 RCRA ACTIVITIES
Mr. Roy Strong
Enviro - Chem Corporation
865 S. State Road 421 : .

Zionsville, Indiana 46077 am DT

RE: IND084259951
Enviro - Chem Corporation
Zionsville, Indiana

Dear Mr. Strong:

To facilitate the processing of hazardous waste permit applications, we are
"making two additional requirements concerning the format of these applications:

1. Please uniguely number each page of the application including
all attachments (maps, specifications, etc.)

2. If you claim parts of your application as confidential, please
provide us with a public information copy-of the application.
The public information copy must be identical to the full ap-
plication with the exclusion of the confidential information.
If you have any questions, please call the person indicated in the Part B request
letter. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely yours,

Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief
Waste Management Branch

e



WP UNITED sTATES
o AE‘ 7 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
z ooy @ _ REGION v
Z I 71 West Jackson Blvd.

% =

A P CHICAGO, il.Livoig 60604
S protel .

REPLY 1o ATTENTION OF:

S SAHWM

0 Gk

Dr. Ronald g. Blankenbakerp
State Health Commissioner
Indiana State Board 0f Health
1330 West Michigan
IndianapoTis, Indiana 46206

Dear Dr. B]ankenbaker:

a) D79 . Injection Wely

Landfily

Land Application

d) D82 - Ocean Disposal

e) D 83, 504 &T 02 - Surface Impoundment
f) To3 - Incinerator

O o
St
O
o0 0
=0
| I |

Sites which was prepareq Jointly by our agencies in June 1981. Facilities

p
Richard Shandross, the State Implementation Officer for your  State, by
January 22, 1982, with Your comments, Although Part B application documents
Will be due six months after the date of our request, we will be requesting
that facilities submit completed Components of their applicaticns as SCON as
practical.

submittals, €5e resources wil] not only contribute to the réview process,
but will alse serve to assist ip 1dentifying additional candidates fgp future
€all-in, and to establish procedures fgr concurrent pProcessing toward Joint

or simUTtaneous-issuance of permits by our agencies. As 3 Tundamentgal portion
of this Plan, we will also develop the Mmost advantageoys use of our technical

A

{7,
. v
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Please do net hesitate to caly Be, or Mp, shandress, at (312) Ble-CYee, y¢

yeu kave any uestions, or wishk to discuss our Inftiation of the pers peruit
fssuance process,

sfncereiy yours,

tasil ¢, Constantelos
Acting Drector
Haste Manacesent Fivision

Enclosyre

€c: Relph c, Pickare
Indiana State foarg of Health

Pevid Lagy-
Irdiana Stats poarg of Mealtk

Cuinn Poyle
Indiana State Foarg ef Health

bce: R, Shandross
C. Lewig
J. Stone

LAz,




A4 Closure/
Post-Closure
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INDIANAPOLIS, 46206

a
2 ' 1330 West Michigan Street

P. 0. Box 1964

JUL 1 61982

Mr. Gary L.. Watson

Attorney at Law

P.0. Box 110 . 3
Lebanon, IN 46052 JTVU[)& P

ph;‘g 9 q-ﬁ//’ '

Dear Mr. Watson: | ‘ -
Re: Enviro-Chem Closure Plan

This letter acknowledges receipt of the Closure Plan filed with
the Boone County Circuit Court on June 4, 1982. The Closure Plan is
hereby disapproved as submitted. This letter is to transmit the initial
comments of the Division of Land Pollution Control on said Plan. It
should be understood that the Closure Plan is not a static document, but
will need revisions and modifications as a result of the review process
and the circumstances surrounding the closure of Enviro-Chem. It may
take many revisions to come up with a Closure Plan that is acceptable to
the Environmental Management Board, the Boone County Circuit Court, and
the U.S5. Environmental Protection Agency.

The Indiana Environmental Management Board and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) have regulations specifically
addressing the closure of a hazardous waste management facility. These
regulations are applicable to the closure of Enviro-Chem, and must be
complied with. Before commenting on the specifics of the Closure Plan
submitted, the procedures for closure specified in 320 TAC 4-6 will be
outlined.

Closure, for regulatory purposes, is the period between the last
date that wastes are periodically received and the submittal of a
certification of completion of closure in accordance with an approved
Closure Plan. The regulations specify a performance standard for
closure; namely, that the facility be closed in such a manner as to
minimize post-closure environmental contamination, and that such closure
should minimize the need for further maintenance. Additionally, when
closure is completed, all facility equipment and structures must have
been properly disposed of, or decontaminated by removing all hazardous
waste and residues.

The owner or operator of a hazardous waste facility is to submit
his Closure Plan to the Technical Secretary of the Indiana Environmental
Management Board for approval. The Technical Secretary will modify,
approve, or disapprove the plan within 90 days of receipt. A modified or
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new plan must be submitted if the plan is not approved.  The Technical
Secretary wild provide, through a newspaper notice, the opportunity for
the public to submit written comments on the Plan. The Technical
Secretary may hold a public hearing on the Closure Plan.

Within 90 days after approval of the Closure Plan, the owner or
operator must treat all hazardous waste in storage or remove them from
the site in accordance with the approved Closure Plan. The owner or
operator must complete closure activities in accordance with the approved
Closure Plan within six months after receiving the final volume of
wastes. Under certain circumstances, the Technical Secretary may approve
a longer closure period. -

When closure is completed, the owner or operator must submit to
the Technical Secretary certification by both the owner or operator and
by an independent registered professional engineer that the facility has
been closed in accordance with the specifications in the approved Closure
Plan. o :

The requirements in this letter also apply with respect to the
U.S. EPA, since the State of Indiana has not, as yet, received interim
authorization. The U.S8. EPA and the Indiana State Beoard of Health will
work together closely to minimize overlap and duplication. IHowever, the
required submissions and approvals will be needed from both agencies.

The comments on the Closure Plan filed with the Boone County
Circuit Court follow. The comments are arranged under headings provided
by the required elements of a Closure Plan, as specified in the hazardous
-waste management regulations.

I. Desbription of .How and When the Facility will be Closed
(265.112(a) (1))

The Closure Plan submitted only generally addresses this
requirement with respect to drums and bulk materials on-site. The
priorities for removal of wastes should be addressed. Priorities could
be listed by: ' '

1. type of material;

2. . locationm within the facility (om vs. off the storage pad);
3. condition of éontainer; and/or
4, any other suitable criteria.

II. " Inventory of Wastes in Storage (265.112(a)(2))

The estimate of inventory should be much more detailed. The estimate
of drum inventory should be broken down by type of material. The
physical location(s) of each type of material within the facility
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could also be indicated. The inventory should include wastes for
which ECG is considered the generator. Such wastes include still
bottoms, process residue, cooling water, contaminated rainwater,
contaminated soil, sludge from the solidification area,.empty drums,
and drums which have lost any markings identifying the wastes and the
generator. The amount and location of "unknown" wastes in containers
should also be provided. ' '

For bulk inventory, the type and amount of wastes in each of the
"tanks on-site should be indicated.

The type of wastes currently undergoing treatment should be
supplied. Priorities for on-site treatment of wastes should be
provided. Priorities could include the type of material, the condition
of the container, and its location within the facility.

A list of generators with wastes on-site should be provided.'
This 1ist should include for each generator:

1. the type of wastes on-site (including any analytical data);
2. the quantity of wastes dn-site;
3. the number of containers;

4. the physical location of the wastes within the facility; and
5. the present condition of containers.

Tt is suggested that you contact these generaters to ascertain
their willingness to remove their wastes for proper management off-site.

* The services of ECC personnel need to be used to stage such wastes for

removal, and could be compensated by the generator. It is suggested that
generators with wastes needing off-site management (brokered wastes) be
contacted first. ' . _ :

II1. Decontaminatién of Facility Equipment (265.112(a)(3))

A list of facility equipment and structures needing decontamination
should be prepared. The method of decontamination to be used for
each type of equipment should be given. The disposition of any
residues and contaminated liquids resulting from cleaning should also
be described. '

Iv. Schedule for Final Closure (265.112(a)(4))
A tentative schedule for closure activities should be provided. This

schedule should be integrated with the priorities set for removal of
‘wastes and contaminated soil from on-site.
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It is hoped that these comments on the preliminary closure plan
for ECC will _aid in subsequent revisions. Hopefully, the Closure Plan
and Financial Assurance Plan can be finalized and approved so as to
expedite the clean-up and closure of the site. Please modify the Closure
Plan to incorporate these comments and resubmit the Plan by August 2,
1982. TIf you have any questions, please contact Mr. Gary F. Lindgren of
the Division of Land Pollution Control at 317/633-0196.

Very truly yours,

R ) o -

“len g . 2
i Hae T R -

TS e
s R?]—Ph C. “Pickard: .

GFL/tw

cc: Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA/
Boone County Health Department
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Mr. Gary lWatson

Receiver

Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corp.

P.0. Box 110

Lebanon, IN 46052

RE: Court Ordered Closure
Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corp. (ECC)

USEPA ID#: INDNBA259951

Dear Mr. Watson:

On May 5, 1982, Boone Circuit Court Judge Ronald E. Drury ordered ECC to close
and environmentally secure its site. The Order included requirements to cease
receiving hazardous wastes and to submit a closure plan to the court.

Federal hazardous waste manacgement regulations promulgated under the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended (RCRA), require owners and operators
of hazardous waste facilities to submit a closure plan to the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) within 15 days of issuance of a judicial decree to
cease receiving wastes or close.

As no closure plan has been sent to USEPA, we find you to be in violation of 40
CFR §265.112(c)(2). Please submit a closure plan to this office by August 16,
1982, Also, be advised that ECC was required to provide to USEPA proof of fins-
ancial assurance for closure by July 6, 1982, and proof of adequate liability
insurance coverage by July 15, 1982, Please submit these documents if you have
not already done so.

Until ECC is closed pursuant to 40 CFR 265 Subpart G, vour Part B permit appli-
cation remains due on August 12, 1982. You should be aware that failure to sub-
mit the Part B application on time is grounds for termination of interim status
(see 40 CFR §122.22(a)).
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Please contact Ypr, Richard Shandross, at (212) 886-6146, if vou have any aquestions
on this matter,

Sincerely,

Wiliiam H, Miner, Chief
Technical, Permits and Compliance Section

cc: Roy Strong, President
ECC

Phil Parick L
Indiana Attorney General's Office

Guinn Dovle
Indiana State Board of Health

bcc: Inspection file
Eric Dunham,
ORC

R. SHANDROSS:rita:5HH-TUR:7-23-82:6-7444

TyPisT |AuTHOR |
Tt
INITIALS V) 2lsdine g
pate | 7-28-82| V12




C.2 Compliance/
Enforcement



INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
NANCY A. MALOLEY, Commissioner

105 South Meridian Street
P.O. Box 6015

Indianapolis 46206-6015
Telephone 317-232-8603

February 23, 1988
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL P 652 575 486 '

Mr. Glen R. Howe

Director of Administration
Feightliner Corporation

4747 North Channel Avenue
P.0. Box 3849

Portland, Oregon 97208-3849

Re: Notice of Violation (V-163)
Freightliner Corporation
EPA I.D. No. IND 084259951

Dear Mr. Howe:

Based upon documents available to the Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste
Management staff during a record review on August 24, 1987, and the results of
a reinspection conducted on September 28, 1987, it has been determined that
the closure plan for Freightliner Corporation, under the terms of the Notice
of Violation (V-163) issued August 1, 1985, has not been completed.

The paint storage area was still covered with what appeared to be dried
paint residue (on asphalt). In the closure plan, decontamination of the area
called for scarifying the asphalt surface. At the September 28, 1987,
inspection, no evidence was present to indicate decontamination had taken
place.

In order for Freightliner Corporation to achieve compliance, it will be
necessary for you to decontaminate the paint storage area by scarifying the
surface until all paint residues are removed. The above must be accomplished
within thirty (35) days of your receipt of this correspondence.

An Equal Opportunity Employer



Mr. Glen R. Howe
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Mr. Charles Grady of this
office at AC 317/232-3410,

Very truly yours

John R. Hayworth, Chief
Enforcement Section
Hazardous Waste Management Branch
Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

CPG/mfw

cc: Marion County Health Department
Mr. Freeman Cook, Process Engineering Group, Inc.
Ms. Sally K. Swanson, U.S. EPA, Region V -
Mr. Charles Baker, Von Duprin, Inc.
Mr. James J. Mattes



INDIANA

INDIANAPOLIS
STATE BOARD OF HEALTH

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

Address Reply to:
indiana Siate Board of Health
1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 1964
Indianzpolis, IN 46206-1964

{%}g@@ﬂ W[S@gust 1, 1985

Ain =

51985
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL -

P4, ity ahik
Mr. Glen R. Howe i WMEE %ﬂﬁ;ﬁﬁéﬁﬂ&ff 501
Director of Administration AT ﬁﬁ@

Freightliner Corporation
4747 North Channel Avenue
P.0. Box 3849

Portland, OR 97208-3849

Dear Mr. Howe:

Re: RCRA Compliance Inspection
Freightliner Corporation
IND 084259951
Notice of Violation and
Information Request (V-163)

The Environmental Management Board is cooperating with the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region V, in carrying out the
provisions of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, Public
Law 94-580 (RCRA). In this effort, representatives of the Environmental
Management Board are conducting inspections of facilities in Indiana that
are engaged in the generation, transportation, treatment, storage, or
disposal of hazardous waste. In addition to RCRA reguirements,
facilities are being inspected to determine compliance with Environmental
Management Board 320 IAC 4, "Hazardous Waste Management Permif Program
and Related Hazardous Waste Management Requirements.”

This letter is to inform you that on July 1, 1985, an inspection
of Freightliner Corporation, located at 2720 Tobey Drive, Indianapolis,
Indiana, was conducted by Messrs. David Koepper and Robert Malone of the
Division of Land Pollution Control (Division), Indiana State Board of
Health. Mr. Scott A. Smith of Ice, Miiler, Donadio, and Ryan;

Messrs. Geoffrey Langley and Bill Wisneski of Petrochem Services, Inc.;
and you represented your firm at this inspection.

1881 — A CENTURY OF SERVICE — 1981



The following violations of RCRA and 320 IAC 4 pertaining to the

operation of your facility were noted:

1.

Pursuant to 320 IAC 4-4-1 {40 CFR 262.34(b}), a person who
stores hazardous waste in excess of ninety (90) days is subject
to the permit requirements of 40 CFR 270. Based on an
investigation by the Division, the Respondent stored hazardous
waste in excess of ninety (90) days and did not have a permit
under 40 CFR 270 {interim status).

Pursuant to IC 13-7-4-1(h){i), 320 IAC 4-8-2(a), and

320 IAC 4-9-1(a), no person shall commence construction of or
engage in the operation of a hazardous waste facility without
first obtaining a hazardous waste facility construction permit
and operating permit, respectively. Based on an investigation
by the Division, the Respondent has engaged in the construction
and/or operation of a hazardous waste facility by storing
hazardous waste FO03 in a bulk storage tank and in two (2} small
tanks in the paint touch-up area since February of 1983.

Pursuant to 320 IAC 4-7-1 (40 CFR 265.112(c)), the owner or
operator of a hazardous waste facility must submit a closure
plan to the Regional Administrator at least one hundred

eighty (180) days before the date he expects to begin closure.
Based on an investigation by the Division, Respondent began
closure of the facility by removing the hazardous waste storage
tank without submitting a formal RCRA closure plan to the
Regional Administrator at least one hundred eighty (180} days in
advance of the date closure began.

Pursuant to IC 13-7-4-1(a), no person shall discharge, emit,
cause, allow, or threaten to discharge, emit, cause, or allow
any contaminant or waste, including any noxious odor, either
alone or in combination with other sources, intc the environment
or into any publicly owned treatment works in any form which
causes or would cause pollution which violates or would violate
regulations, standards, or discharge or emission requirements
adopted by the Board. Based on an investigation by the
Division, Respondent has discharged wastes from the hazardous
waste storage area into the environment (parking lot and
drainage ditch) which causes or would cause pollution in
violation of the regulations.

Pursuant to 320 IAC 4-4-1 (40 CFR 262.11), a generator of a
solid waste must determine if that waste is a hazardous waste.
Based on information gathered by the Division, Respondent has
not determined if the waste in the spill areas (parking 1ot and
drainage ditch) and the liquid in the conveyor chain sump area
(inside building) are hazardous wastes.



Freightliner Corporation, within thirty (30) calendar days of
receipt of this letter, shall achieve compliance with the following
requirements:

1. Submit a RCRA Part A application to:

U.S. EPA, Region V
RCRA Activities
P.0. Box 7861
Chicago, IL 60680

The Part A application shall address and include storage of
hazardous waste in the bulk storage tank and the two (2) small
tanks in the paint touch-up area. A copy of the Part A
application shall also be submitted to the Technical Secretary
of the Indiana Environmental Management Board.

2. Submit an approvable formal RCRA closure plan pursuant to
320 IAC 4-7 (40 CFR 265.110-40 CFR 265.115) for the bulk tank
storage area and the tanks in the paint touch-up area.

Upon approval of the closure plan by the Division, the
Respondent shall implement the closure plan as approved.

3. Submit a sampiing, analysis, and cieanup plan for the hazardous
waste drum storage area and adjacent spill areas.

4. Determine if the spillage in the drum storage area and the

liquid in the conveyor chain sump area are hazardous wastes as
defined in 40 CFR 2671.

Your Company shall submit to this office, within
thirty-five (35) calendar days of receipt of this letter, a written
detailed explanation of the steps taken to achieve compliance. The
letter shall state the date compliance was achieved.

The Division of Land Pollution Control also requests that
Freightliner Corporation determine whether all hazardous wastes have been
removed from the spray booth pits in the building. If the booths are
determined to be free of hazardous wastes, this shall be certified by the
corporation president. If the spray booth pits are determined to contain
hazardous waste, formal RCRA closure of the pits will be required as
specified in 320 IAC 4-7-1 (40 CFR 265.110 through 40 CFR 265.115). This
information shall be submitted within thirty-five (35) calendar days of
receipt of this letter.



Failure to respond adequately to this Notice of Violation and
Information Request and verify a return to compliance at the facility
will result in escalated enforcement action.

Please direct your response to this letter and any questions to
Mr. Robert Malone of the Division of Land Pollution Control, Indiana
State Board of Health, AC 317/243-5052.

é?y truly! yours,

David ./Lamm, Director
Division of Land Pollution Control

RDM/tr

cc: Marion County Health Department
Ms. Sally K. Swanson, U.S. EPA, Region V~
Mr. Scott Smith, Ice, Miller, Donadio & Ryan
Mr. David Koepper
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lND[AI:Ib‘A DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
L NANCY A. MALOLEY, Commissioner

.y . 105 South Meridian Street
‘D) B P.O. Box 6015
Indianapolis 46206-6015
Telephone  317-232-8603

October 27, 1988

Mr. Glenn R. Howe

Director of Administration
FreightTiner Corporation
4747 North Channel Avenue
P.0. Box 3849

Portland, Oregon 97208-3849

Re: Letter of Compliance (V-163)
Freightliner Corporation
EPA I.D. No. IND 084259951
Indianapolis, Marion County

Dear Mr., Howe:

Based upon documents available to the Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste
Management staff during a record review on October 7, 1988, and the results of
a reinspection conducted at your facility on May 6, 1988, it has been
determined that Freightliner Corporation has achieved compliance with the ;
terms of the Notice of Violation (V-163) issued to your firm on August 1, 1985.

This notice will also serve as verification that all conditions of the
closure plan approved on January 10, 1986, and the subsequent certification
dated August 24, 1987, are now valid.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions concerning this
matter, feel free to contact Mr. Charles P. Grady of the Office of Solid and
Hazardous Waste Management at AC 317/232-3410.

Sincerely,

CENSW =T/

Bruce H. Palin
Acting Assistant Commissioner for
Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

CPG/rmw

cc: Mr, Freeman Cook, Process Engineering Group, Inc.
Marion County Health Department
Ms. Sally K. Swanson, U.S. EPA, Region V
Ms. Jill Stevens

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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“ssued To

Site Location
Effective Date

Expiration Date

Purpose

Actions Rezuired

[e1)
i
1%}
i

SiATEMENT OF FINDING

Chemical Waste Management, Inc,
ENRAC Division

3003 Butterfield.Road

Qak Brook, Il1linois 60521

€1

Enviro-Chem [IND08425995]
865 South State Road 421
Zionsville, Indiana

On issuance
September 30, 1984

To mitigate a threat to human health and

the enviromnment caused by abandoned hazardous
waste at Enviro-Chem, 865 South State Road,
Zionsvilie, Indiana. '

Treatment by mixing hazardous waste and
absorbent in a moveable tank to produce

a nenignitable, nonilowing solid with e
no free liguids and storage of the i
solidified treatment residue in a pile not to
exceed 200 cubic yards.

EanloRz] Gerrazzziog oentozeTIo Einc g 02s
Flol--zly sylyanti ozni 7] coTTITE
FoOZ-qon-na Tag goiwenti o2tz 2Tl zotIans
Filld=-riaon-12a tea saivants zng $211%t coTiims
FO05-non-ha red g9 vants ang <7iil boTioms
FOUE-wastex reztment slucgces

00d1l-tgnita SRR

ey



40
40
49
49
40
49
40
40

O A N = W)

¢, 40

I

[ S S =Y

kot b et e
H
I» o B
R W RN R S Y SUPT whr J

e

Y

ytes ot
f

e

re

s 7
Lo od ol S

[N AT LW B B S S
[N

T

™2

A
I

o

CFR
CER
CFR
CFR
CFR
CFR
CFR
CFR

CFR

CER

cE3
CF3
cFR
CFR
cER
CF2

-y

A

I
r
\

30y Oy 0D (0

[

=

Novey T

11Ty

L)

-1

AL

RV RNV

v

- H’“qi

Conditions of Approval -

264.4

264,12(c)
264,13(a)(1) & (2)
264.14
264.15(a) & (
264.194(a) (3}
264.254
264,17

c)
(4) & (5)

264.193(2)
254,256

254,
254,
254,
264,
264,
254.

—_—
O
—

——
[aT
—
&a
—
o
—

b= Ly Oy o WPy~
—
—
—

o (N GOy

2]
—

i
d

I
—
—

LDty T
[

——
(]
~—

b= I
e & s & .
[ DD s == s
G D -
) O 0 e -

EANUIE PO N N T NG T B4
o
I

>

o
[N
N
[#a]
(o]
—
aY]
et

il AL

asi -G, Comstantefos, Pirector
Waste Hanagenent Division

Immiment Hazard Action

Required Notices
Waste Analysis
Security
Inspection Requirements
Inspections (Tanks)
Monitoring and Inspection (Waste Piles)
General Requirements for Ignitable,
Reactive and Incompatible Waste
Special Requirements for Ignitadble
or Reactive Waste (Tanks)
Special Reguirements for Ignitable
aor Reactive Waste (Waste Pile)
Design and Operation of Facility
Regqui red hquipmen*
Testing and Maintenance of Equipment 2 &
Emergency Coordinator
Emergency Procedures

Opergting Record

Availaniiity, Retentiaon, and Disacsizian
o7 Rzoorig

Addiziconat Resrports

Closurs Ferformancs Standara

Discesal or Zecontemination of Egquiprent

Generzl Uperating Reguirements

foplicanility

Special Raguirements for Incompatible

liastes

Closure

1
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STATE <, INDIANA __ e 4 4]

INDIANAPOLIS 46206--1964

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD anWmmmﬁ@n&ma

F. O, Box 1964 .

Mr. James E. Markle JUN O 7 1983

Wastex Research, Inc.
2000 Broadway
East St. Louis, IL 62205

Dear Mr. Markle:

Re: Environmental Conservation
Chemical Corporatiocn
Process Equipment

This letter is in reference to your correspoendence of
April 11, 1983, concerning dismantling and transporting process
equipment from the Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation.

Staff is unaware of any prior efforts to remove residuals and
subsequently decontaminate the above-referenced process equipment.
Since your statement that equipment is not contaminated was not
substantiated with any historical or technical data, staff must take the
position that the equipment may contain substantial amounts of
residuals.

Prior to dismantling any equipment, Wastex Research, Inc.,
shall submit a decontamination plan which includes a detailed equipment
removal marrative and have it approved by the Environmental Management
Board. The plan should also address the disposal of all residuals from
the decontamination of the egquipment.

If you have any additional questions concerning this matter,
please contact Mr. Guinn Doyle of the Hazardous Waste Management Branch |
at AC 317/633-0198.

Very truly yours,
# &1

R —

Ealph C Pickard -
Technical Secretary

SKW/ib
cc: Mr, Phillip Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Mr. Rich Shandress, U.S5. EPA .~
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Address Reply to:
Indiznz State Board of Health
£330 West Michizen Streed

P. 0. Dox 1964 ‘
Indiznapolis, IN 46206

8§ October 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL

Mr. Hugh Kaufman
o Hazardous Site Control Division
%%g Office of Solid Waste

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency . ‘ .
401 M Street -

Washington, DC 20460

Dear Mr. Kaufman:

Re: Request for Information Pursuant to
> USC Section 552 and 40 CFR Part 2

Recently you have made =2 numb
Northside Landfill =nd the Enviro
These ‘st

er of statements concerning the

~Chem facility mear Zionsville, Indizna.

atements have Indicatved that you have data which allow you to state

that a residential well was xontaminated by the Northside Landfill instead of

- Enviro-Chem and that people in your office consider Indiana to be one of the
WOTst states at enforcing hazardous waste rules. Other of your comments have
impliied that you believe these two facilities represent a significant if not
imminent threat to the public health.

To this date you have not seen fit to provide the lead
State of Indiana, the Indiana State Board of Health, with the documentation which
supports these allegations; and the agency for which you work, the Environmental
Protection agency (EPA), denies the éxistence of such documentation or that you

represent the EPA when making such comments. Therefore, pursuant to the Freedem .
= of Information Act and Tegulations promulgated to implement the Act, I am requesting
" the fqllowing:lﬁv._ﬁ ;;;; P L s e : e L

agency of the

_A11_1etters,1;0rfespondence, memoranda, reports, studies; and any
:otheffkritten documentation which your office has and which' form
‘the basis for your statements concerning both Northside Landfill's
and Enviro-Chem's impact on the environment. S

. L B ~
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//ér.!iugh Kaufman ) 8 October 19§82

2. All letters, correspondence, memoranda, reperts, and studies which
your office has which relate to, refer to, or concern the enforce-

ment of state and/or federal hacardous waste laws and regulatlons
by the State of Indiana.

All letters, correspondence (verbal and written), and memoranda
‘to anyone outside ypur agency (state or federal employee,
or private agency, representatives of the news media, etc. } in
which you have conveyed or expressed your opinions of the environ-
mental impact of both Enviro-Chem and the Northside Landfill and/or
the capability of the State of Indiana to deal with that impact.

public

4. All letters, correspondence, and memoranda from you and/or your
office which concern, direct, or recommend federal involvement
pursuant to CERCLA (P.L. 96-510) and/or Section 7003 of RCRA .
{(P.L. 94-580), with elther Enviro-Chem or NDLthSlde Landflll

Your prompt con51derat10n of thzs request is expected, We must ‘demand

any information which indicates a threat to the public health of the citizens of
Indiana!

Sincerely,

4§ifiiiﬂ, BLIMNKE

STATE HEALTH COMMISSIONER =~
INDIANA STATE BOARD OF HEALTH

cc: Ms. Anne Gorsuch -
- Mr. Valdas Adamkus - .. .
- Hon. Robert D. Qrr 0%
Hon. Richard G. Lugar
"Hon. Linley E. Pearson -
- WTHR -~ Channel 13
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The following

INTRODUCTION

site chronoleogy is intended to serve as a
general surmary and order of events of known activities at
Or concerning the site T 18 a date-by-date compilation of

information obtalned-by reviewing CE2ZM HILL
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avallable correspo:
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source of origin in
ent
the type of event G&i
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cumgnt ko, :
Word:
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Date:

Document Ko. -

Date:
Document No.

Key Word:
Description:

Date:
Document- No, :

GLT30/022

For cress
labeled with a document number,

ry nas been assigned a nLy

h

files containing
ence, reports and documents pertinent to
reierence purposes, each entry has been
This number reflects its
files, In addition, each
word to guickly characterize
scussed in the entry.

the CH2M HILL

CHRONCLOGY FILE
05/05/77
G040
Lezzl Action
AFCD lszuzs 3 permit "to construct a
solvent recovaery facility," namely ECC.
CE/CO/T7
G010
Site Data
FCC beoins cperation s a wazste stor age
End recycling business in Bocne County,
EES Socuth U, 8. 4721, Ziorpesville, 1IN,
12/15/77
G153
Site Dat
ECC reguests approval to @i spose of
5,000 gallons per wionth of westewater
(from an o0il reclzmation process) at the
Northeide Sanitary Land®ill.
Corstruction on this project was
completed in March 1978; however, their

rzguest for dnqugal was cenied on April
11, 1978.

01/22/79

0062

Site Visits

ISBH personnel conduct an inspection cf
ECC to review the company's waste-
treatment facilities. Inspection was
conducted in response to the company's
proposed land aDpllcatlon of 0il treated
wastewater,

03/23/79
0025
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Eate:
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Yev nord:
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Date:
Document No. -

Key Word:
Description:

Date:
Locument Ko, -
Fey word:
Dg;cr{gtlon-

Date:
Document No, :
Key Word:
Description:

GLTS90/022

i

Site Data-
SPCB recsives plans and specifications
for wastewater treatment facilities at
ECC.

04/17/79

0040

Legal action

SPCB staff orders that a hearing be
scheduled to resolve issues around
SPC-17 reporting violaticns made Ly ECC.

05/30/7¢

0032
Legal action

SPCE files a Notice of Fearing andg
Complaint zzainst ECC in recards to
violaticns of SPC 17, ECC wzes ordered
to submit aceurate monthly Fauling and
receiving reports in accoriance with the
regulstion znd was fined $400.

06/20/79

0061

Legal Action

J. Reynclds (SWMS) submits to 5. Zlatos
{OAG) a list of acticns believed
sufficient to Prove ECC's intent ¢o
improve its cperation anc abide by
regulsticns.-

07/03/79

0025

Lecal action

SPCEB offers no objection to wastewater
treatment facilities at ECC as propeosed
to them in plans ang specifications
received March 23, 1979, The proposed
System was to have been a "clc

system without net excess wag+
discharge.

07/31/79

0027

Site Data

T. Berger, private citizen, reports an
0il slick on Fagle Creek, north of

“Zionsville, to the ISBH., Immediate
investication revealed that the oil .
~{waste 0il) had originated from ECC  and
‘a minor amount from the Northside

Sanitary Landfill. EccC agreed to take.
action to recover the oil. E
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Dincument No. -

Date:
Document No.:

‘Key wWord:
Description:

GLTS0/022

0g/02/78

0628

Site Datsa

while conducting a followup
investigaticon of the 7/31/7% oil spill,
D. Shipe (ISBH) discovered that ECC
intenticnally discharged process and
cocling water from a storage pond to
Finley Creek. Water samples and v
photographs were taken. Shipe suggested
that enforcement action was warranted
for failure to have a NPDES permit and
for vieclations of SPC 16 and &PC IR-4.

11/30/78

0036

Site Data

ECC submites ite Spill FPrevention Control
and Countermeasure FPlan.

12/00/793
0037

s BCC as a potential
zste site.

Sz erl:Lq /Testing ,

J. R. Gammon (Prof. of Zoology, DeFauw -
Univ.) contacts O. Hert (SPCB) in '
recarés to the condition of Finley Creek
explaining that he has been monitoring
aguatic ceommunities at a station
immadiately downstream of the landfill
as part of a study on Eagle Creek
Watershed. Gammon says that the lack of
low diversity, and low population of
aquatic life he obhserved at this station
gives indication of severe pollution and
believes that seepage and/or runoff from

the dump is responsible.

01/03/80 e

- 0039

Site Data

. 0. Bert (SPCB) grants ECC perm1551on to

dispose of 2,000 cu. yds. of oil and
paint contaminated soil at Nerthside
Sanitary Landfill on a one time only
basis.



Date:
Document No. :
Key Wordg:
Description:

Date:
Document No.
Fev Worg:
Descrioticn:

Cate:
Document No. :
Key Wordg:

T ——— |
Description:

Date:
Cocument No. .
Key Worg:
Description:

+

Date:
Document No.
Key Word:
Description:

Cate:
Document No.:
Key Word:
Description:

GLT90/022

02/C04/80

0035

Sampling/Testing

15BH Water Laboratory reports results of
SWMS's 11/2/79% vater sampling at ECC.
Relatively high concentrations of
arsenic, cadmium, chromium, lezd,
nickel, oil and grease, phencl, and zinc
were detected in pond sample

02/13/8¢0C )
0040

Lecal Action

SWM5 1s notified by the Industrial
Hygiene and Radiological Eealth Division
that they hed received complaints of
violations of QSHA reculations and
hazardous working conditions at ECC.

D3/12/80

]
je
fiu¥

Site Vieitsgs

R. A. Shand Karl (SWNkS) and

cress and R,

U.S. EPA personnel along with ECC
marezoement perscnnel participate in an
investicastion cf ECC. to cather
ifforreation on site conditions ang
Operaticons witlh resnect to hazardous
weste manzcement, for the purpcose of
evelvation of potentisl hazards to the
environment erd/er heaith.

4/03/80
0045

Szwpling/Testing

SEWMS conducts water sampling of
discharce from =outh drum storage area
of ECC. '

04/10/80

0043

Site Visit

U.S. EPA perscnnel conduct a
recornaissance inspection of the site
including an assessment of the potential
for spills, runoff and fires. Samples

~were collected at 7 locations on-the
Csite, . i .

04/17/80
0153

Legal Action
Staff from the Bureau of Engineering of




Date:

Document No.

Key Wordes

Description:
=l ipbrion

Date;

Document No., -

- Fey Word:

Lescription:
Y

Document

No.

Key Word:

Description:

Date:

Document No.

Key Word:

Description:

Date:

Document No.

Kev Word:

DPescription:

GLTS80/022

- whether the facility

the ISRE document ECC violations of the
Envirconmentzal Manacement Act, the Air

"]}
e

Polliution Control Law, the Stream
Pollution Control Law, and Regulations
promulcated under these laws,

05/20/80

0033

Site Visits

U.5. EPA visits ECC to investigate

is in violation of
the Clean Water Act of 1877 (CWa) P,L.
85-217 Section 211, :

CeE/02/80

0056

Lecal Action

ECC reguests the orportunity to have the
EMB or scme of its members visit the
facility on July 11, 1980, to sece for
themselves thast they are making the

necessary improvements., Thic wae Cone
in reaction to the EME action acainst
ECC in hopes of reaching-an ocut-cf-court
agreement with the beoarg.

08/05/80

0071

Serpling/Testing

SEWMS conducts water cualilty study
sampling of private wells in the

vicinity of

05/08/80

0065

Legal Action

G. H. Macdany (EF3a) documents remedial
actions to be taken by ECC to eliminate
leachate problems a+ the site. Madany
reguested ECC submit a pPlan of action
within 45 Qays.

02/09/81
0101 _ _
Site Data : 2=

ECC employee dies of exposure to -toxic

vapors after entering a solvent_tanker.

02/12/81

0077

Community Relations _

The Reporter prints "Envirc-Chem Puts No
Blame on Accident But Cites Possible
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Document No. :
}gv Word:
uc%crlotlon

Deccrlptlon*

Date:
Document Wo.:
Kevy Word:
Description: .

Date:
Document No.:
Key Word:
Description:

GLTS0/022

"03/06/81 o
0084

allacies.”

02/28/781

0082

Community FRelat
The Star prints
Zicnsviile to b

03/04/81

EHEg

Site Visits
U.S5. EPA concucts site inspection ang
files RCRA Incpection Report - Interim

Status Standards: ileatn«nt, Storage,
and disposal facilities.

03/05/81

003%¢ :

Site Cata

I5BH mzets with representatives of
several municipal sgencies z2nd the
irdiarnapolis Water Company to review
Cata aveilsble from past stream sampling
around the Northside Sanitary Lerdfill

andé LECC.

03/05/81

0101

Sempling/Testing .

ISBH conducte water sampling at
residential wells arcuné the Kortheide
Sanitary Lancfill and ECC.

03/06/81

0021

Cormunity Relations

The Indianapolis Star prints "Attorney

General Orccrs Frobe of Enviro- ~Chem
Corpeoration."®

03/06/81

0052

Community Relations

The Reporter prints "Attorney General

- Enters Env1ro Chem Corporatlon Probe.

Site Data S
J. T. Fitch (SWMS) submits: RCRA

Inspection Report - Interim Status
Standards Treatment, Storage, and

Disposal Facilities. :
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~ Site Visits o e
- EMB conducts an inspection‘of the ECC

03/10/81

0054

Community Relations

City & State prints "Stete Tests Streams
Near Enviro-Chem.™"

03/10/81

0113

Sampling/Testing

1SBRE uncdertakes stream ané scdiment -
sampling in Finlev Creek and the unnamed
ditch adjoining ECC and the Northside
Sanitary Lancdfill properties. & total
of 17 water samples and 18 sediment
samples were collected,

03/17/81

0085

Community Relztions
The Reporter prints "Envirs-Chenm Finegd
$28,800C by I0OSBEA."™

03/17/81

0097

Community Relaticns

The Reporter prints "Plant Inspection
Fending; Envirco-Chem Fined $28,800 by
ICSHA," as well as, "Commicscsioners Deny
Reguest on Landfill Rezening."”

04/14/81

0102

Sampling/Testing

C. N. Ott ({IS3E)} reports that chemical
analyses have been completed for the
nine residential wells sampled on 3/5/81
around the Northside Sanitary Landfill
and ECC. He states that analyses do not
indicate the presence of any material
not normally found in groundwater in
that area of the state and concludes
that the wells do not appear to be
contaminated by leachate at this date.

04/28/81 SC
0105 S

barrel storage facility and discovers
conditicns in violation of RCRA and of
the Envireonmental Management Act. .

ot



Date: 05/13/81

Document No. 0111
Key Word: Site Visits
Description: . EMB inspects ECC's barrel storage

facility to review progress made in
eliminating violations cited in the
4/22/81 inspection. Inspecticn showed
that the number of leaking and "popped
top" containers were reduced in number
28 ordered.

Date: 05/19/81

Document Wo.: 0115

Key Weord: Site Visits

Description: G. J. Bauvermale and K. M. Simonson

{(Boone County Public Health Department)
visit ECC to inspect the level of
surface water being retained in the
southeast corrner of the barrel storacge

area.
Date: ' 06/12/81
Document No.: 0123
Fev word: Site Visits
Description: IME re-inspects the barrel storage
o facility at ECC. it was noted that

there we

fouwr "po
L

Tacility

re no leaking barrels and only
tpeg top” barrels in +he

Cate: Ce/22/81

Document No.: 0117

Fey Word: Community Relaticns

Lescription: Indiznzpolis Busineces Journal prints
"Envirc-Chem: The Controw sy Burn
On."

Date: ' 06/25/81

Document No.: 0124 _

Key Word: Site Visits

Description: -P. Rarick (OAG) and T. Fitch (SWMS)

conduct an inspection of the ECC
‘processing area to determine the
progress made in up-grading the barrel
storage facility. '

Date: - 07/01/81

Document No.: 0120 * et _
Key Word: . — Legal Action . - S o :
‘Description: The Boone County Circuit Court issues a

Consent Decree containing essentially .
all items of the originally proposed
decree with the addition of an imposed

f

GLT90/022 | -8 - T
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civil penalty of $50,000.00. The decree
placed the company in receiv rehip and
prohibited ECC from ever utilizing the
Northside Sanitary Landfill for disposal
of waste it has generzted. According to
the decree, ECC was given until 11/01/82
to return to complete compliance with
envirenmental laws and regulations.

07/02/81

0122

Community Relaticns

The Incdianapolis Star prints "Recycling

N

Firm Will Pay $50,000 Fine."®

07/16/81

0127

Site Data

T. Fitch and P. allen (SWMS) conduct an
irspection of the Feour County Landfill
near Delong, Indiarne &ané observe an ECC
shipment arriving cnsite. The manifest
stated that the shipment contained
"hazsrdous waste NCS (still and dGrum
bottoms) "™ but sarpling proved the drums
to be filled with & licuid that haé a
concentrated sclvent vapor. The
shipment wes refuwed znd returned to
ECC. ECC wes reprimanded and warned to
ship only zpiroved wastes to Four County
Landfill for disposal.

07/30/81

0129

Site Data

T. Fitch (SWMS) conducts an inspection
of the ECC Barrel Storage facility and
notes no imprevements since the previous
weeKk's -inspection.

08/07/81

0132 o

Site Visits :

SWMS inspects the ECC Barrel Storage
area and finds it to be extremely
crowded with barrels of waste and in

- viclation of RCRA regulations.

09/00/81

0135

Legal Action

ECC submits it's Voluntary Cleanup Plan
(Phase I to commence on 9/15/81).

g

& ; g-h: S {
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08/02/81

0133

Community Relations

Indiana Environmental Health News prints

' Site Visits

"The Enviro-Chem Recycling Corporation's
operations in Eoone County have had no
negative effect on public health,
although these operaticons have
contributed to.pclluting nearby
waterways . . ."

09/11/81

0139

Legal Action

D. M. Finton (ECC) reguests special
approval for the dispcsal of 500 cu yés
of il and paint contaminated soil at
Northern Sanitary Landfill.

09/15/81

0143

Site Visits

J. T. Fitch (8wMS) conducts an
inspection of FCC's barrel storage
facility. Ee noted work was being done
to reduce karrel inventory, to drain the
area of ponded surface water, and to
clear an area for construction of a
concrete drum storage pad. ,

09/25/81

0144

Site Visits

J. T. Fitch (SWMS) conducts an
inspection of ECC's barrel storage
facility and notes an excessive number
of barrels remaining onsite but
preparation was continuing for the
construction of the concrete drum
storage pad.

09/29/81
0145

J. T. Fitch (SWMS) conducts an

- inspection of ECC's barrel'storagéiérea :
- and observes several setbacks in cleanup

progress.

05/30/81
0170
Generators/Waste Inventory
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Manifest documents dated 9/30/81 show
Great Plains Bag Corporation to have
shipped 15 drums of flammable solvents
to ECC via Northway Envircnmental
Service. 2t this time ECC was under
court orders not to accept any hazardous
waste,

10/02/81

0145

Site Vigits .
J. T. Fitch (EWMS) inspects the barrel
storage area and estimates drum
inventory to be in excess of 20,000
drums while ECC authorities claim there
te be 16,300 barrels onsite. J. Wessel
(ECC) presents Mr. Fitch with a
procduction report that will be completed
by ECC on & weekly basis.

10/06/81

0146

Site Visits

J. T. Fitch ({SwME) conducts an
inspection ©f the ECC site and tzxes B
samples of contaminated eoil.

g

10/14/81

0148

Site Visits

J. T. Fitch (SwMS) conducts an
investigation of procress of cleanup
activities as well as concrete pad
construction at the barrel storage
facility. Fitch made & second
inspection on 10/16/81.

10/21/81

0150

Site Visits :

J. T. Fitch (SWMS) inspects ECC's barrel
storage facilities and production areas

and notes several hazardous situztions.

10/27/81
0154

- Site Visits | o
'J. T. Fitch (SWMS) randomly inspects the

work product records of ECC clients to

confirm that waste analyses had been

received from the generators or adequate
testing had been performed by ECC
laboratory prior to acceptance by the
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facility.

11/02/81

0150

Sampling Testing

R. C. Pickard (EMB} reports findings of
ISBH Leborateries' analysis of
contaminated soill samples cobtained on
10/06/81 by J. T. Fitch (SWMS). It was
found that when the soil was heated lt
exhibited the hazardous waste
characteristic of ignitability. This
gualifies the soil as hazardous waste as
defined in 40 CFR 261.3 and must
therefore be disposed of at an approved
hazardous waste site.

11/64/81

0151

Legal Action

P. B. Rarick (0OAG) presents a rough
outline of most deaclines from the ECC
consent Decree to G. Watscon, Attorney at
Lzw, receiver for ECC,

11/06/81

0155

Site Visits

J., T. Fitch (8wWMS) visits ECC to review
sampling and testing procedures of
incoming loads with A. Spinner (ECC).
Fitch also reviewed personnel records of
those enceged in the handling of
hazardous wastes including management
personnel and found them to be
inadeguate under RCRA regulations.
Operator inspections were. also found to
be inaceguate.

11/24/81

0156

Site Visits :

J. T. Fitch (SWMS) conducts an inventory

- of the nonprocessed barrels of waste

located at ECC and determines the total

_:”number of barrels to be 23 171

0156

.8ite Visits

J. T. Fitch (SWMS) conducts an inventory
of the number of leaking, former
leaking, popped top, corroded/damaged,
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"Fﬁreceiver.for ECC to state that

and open top/bungless barrels cnsite and
Oon trailers offsite and determines the
total number of harrels to be 223.

12/18/81

0158

Legal Action

I5BH makes recommendations to ECC in an
effort to achieve compliance with all
state and Federal Hazardous Weaste -
Regulations. &all recommendations were
submitted with deadlines for completion
@s well as fines to be levied it the
recommendations were not met.

12/31/82

-159

Legal Action

R. C. Pickard (EMB) writes L. Fearson
(OAG) to report several viclaticns on
the part of ECC of RCRA regulaticns as
well as the agreed order signed July 1,
1281. Pickard explained that ECC was
given until January 13, 19282, to bring
the operation into full compliance.
Pickard sucgested +hat legal action
should be tzken and a fine levieg if

this ceadline is not met. He also

reguested that sction be taken to assure .
reduction of Larrel inventory. 5 et
0l/02/82 .

0160 Lo Y

Site Data

R. Btrong (ECC) submits documentation
concerning ECC's post accident
restructuring program to the ISBH.

Dl/12/82

0161

Site Data ;
R. C. Pickard (EMB) writes G. Watson,

contaminated sludge and soil previously
considered to be ignitable hazargdous

- waste had been determined to be

hazardous waste by definition oniy andf“

is suitable for disposal in an

environmentally safe manner. Pickard

‘requested ECC submit a Plan for disposal

immediately.
01/25/82 VVVD

- 13 - i
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j;w“05/07/82
0168
_”Legal ‘Action i
G. L. wWatson, the Court 5 Rece1ver,

0167

Site Visits

J. T. Fitch (SMMS) inspects the site and
instructs ECC not to ship or receive .
shipments of waste without both a
manifest and a lab analvsis for the
waste. Violations of the Consent Decree
were also discussed.

01/28/82

0164

Sampling/Testing

C. L. Bridges (ISBH) reports results of
a bloaccumulation study conducted on
live freshwater mussels in Finley Creek,
Analysis showed lead, mercury, 51lver
PCE's, Aldrin, DDT, Heptachlor,
Diazinon, Strcb&ne, and Malathicn were
not found at cetectable levels.

02/08/82 )

0166 LY

Lecal Action

EME imposes a restricticn on &rum

shluments to ECC of 200 drums per week

uhtlT further notice. This freeze was
posed before the Boone County circuit

Coar; to assure compliance with the

Consent Decree regarding storage of

drums, location and 1dent1f1cat10n of

materizl onsite and being shipped, andg

removal of sludge.

05/05/82 "

0605 - vaa

Legal Action _
Boone County Circuit Court Judge R. E.
Drury orders ECC to close and
environmentally secure its site for
failure to reduce hazardous waste
inventories. The order included
reguirements to cease receiving

 5;bazardous wastes ‘and to submit a. closure
3 plan to the court.

files Phase I of the Closure Plan for
ECC before J. Caldwell, Boone County

Circuit Court, pursuant to the court's
orcder of May 5, 1982,
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06/04/82

0175

Legal Action

G. L. Watson, receiver for ECC files
Closure Plan with the Boone County
Circuit Court.

07/16/82

0175

Legal Action

R. C. Pickard (EMB) acknowledges receipt
of the closure plan filed with the Boone
County Circuit Court on June 4, 1982.

08/00/82

0222

Legal Action

ECC declares bankruptcy.

0B8/30/82

¢181

Sampling Testing

G. H. Madany {EPA) reporss a
resvits of grab water szmples obtained
at the ECC pond on 8/9/82. Upon review
of the results Madany concluded that no
emergency action was Jjustifiable.

08/30/82

0183

FIT/TAT/REM Activities .
Wastex Research, Inc. submits four {4)
separate propecsals for "Environment
revitalization, cleanup, and recycling
of the ECC's waste site," to Attorney
General Linley Pierson in Boone County
Circuit Court.

08/00/82
0222 ‘
Generators/Waste Inventory

. The generators entered into a loose

coalition and hired Chemical Waste
Management, Inc. to prepare a technical

“proposal ‘for a .complete surface cleanup.
- The generators then offered to pay. for

* drum rémoval only in return for a . -

complete release.

08/12/82
0184
Community Relations

f/



Description: Sun Times prints "Big Waste Dump Peril
T T T s e
in Indiana.

Date: ] 0e/13/82

Document No.: 0188

Key Word: Community Relations

Description: D. F. Johnstone, M.D., writes U.S.

Senator R. G. Lugar reguesting his
assistance in seeking coverage under the
Superfund Program for cleanup of the ECC

site.
Date: 08/15/82
Document HNo,: 0185
Key Word: FIT/TAT/REM Activities
Descraption: McKesson Enviro-Systems, a major

recycling company, confirms its position
and interest in working with the State
of Indiana, and Commercial Pumping to
cleanup the ECC site by accepting a
large volume of specified products and
waste for recycling.

Date: 08/21/82

Document No,: 0189

Kev Worac: Generators/Waste Inventory

Description: The OAG helds a conference with the ISEBH

and representatives from approximestely
60 generators to propose a voluntary
cleanup plan for the ECC site. The
closure plan and settlement offer
required generators to remove and
dispcse of wastes and pay $250/drum into
a trust fund to be used for remaining
surface/subsurface remedial actions. In
return, generators would receive a
limited release., Generators were to
state their intent to participate by

10/15/82. :
Date: 08/24/82
Document No.: D188
Key Word: . Community Relations o T
Description: : U.5. Senator R. G. Lugar writes A.

- Gorsuch, (U.S. EPA) to express concerns
. over the ECC situation and to request.

- her consideration of the area for
cleanup under the Superfund Program for
~addition to the National Contingency. -
Plan Listing. ' : -

Date: : 09/28/82
Document MNo.: 0186

GLT90/022 | | - 16 - ¢
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Description:

Community Relations

D. West, private citizen, calls the APCD
to complain about heavy offensive odors
emanating from the vicinity of the
Northside Sanitary Landfill and ECC on
the evening of 9/27/82. R. Bowser and
C. Wilson of the division investigate
but determine no cause or source of the
cdors,

09/730/82

0182

Legal Action

The subcommittes on Environment, Energy
and Natural Resources of the U.5,.
Congress reguests all reports, analvses,
memoranda, and other documents in EPA's
possession relating to the ECC site in a
letter to A. Gorsuch (U.s. EPR).

08/30/82

0183

Community Relations

The Indiarapelis Star prints *
¥aste Fond Object of 2 Federal

rr

Zionsville

Investigsatione,”

16/00/82

nlaa

Uiz

FIT/TAT/RINM Activities

Femedial Response Section recuests that
the Center for Disezse Control/Superfungd
Implementation Group (CDC/SIG) review
sample data for the cooling pond and a
residential well related to the ECC
site. The conclusion of the CDC/81IG was
that the low levels detected digd not
Tepresent a risk deviating significantly
from the norm.

10/01/82
0194

Community Relations .
"The Lebanon Reporter prints "Special -
- "Report Blames Plant, Not Landfillufor
Toxic Woes." o L R

Community Relations
The Indianapolis Star prints "EPA to
Seek Draining of Hazardous Waste Pond.™
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10/02/82

0136

Community Relations

The Indianapolis Star Prints "State Sets
Deadline on wacte Sife "

10/05/82

0197

Community Relations

The Indianapolis Water Company expresses
concern over possible contamination cf
drinking water by ECC and/or Northsice
Sanitary Landfill to the ISBH,

10/05/82

0198

Community Relations

The Indianapolis Star prints "Geclogist
Defends Landfill Growth. ®

10/11/82

0205

Community Relations

D. Quayle (U. 8. Senator) encourages A.
Gorsuch (U.S. EPA) to evaluate the ECC
site and consicder listing the area on
the Contingency Plan for cleanup under
the Superfung procram.

10/14/82

0204 .

Community Relations : _

Irdiana Environmental Health News prints
"State Eealth Commiscioner Ronald G.
Blankenbaker, M.D., Thursday called on
anyone with information regarding
potentially adverse health impacts of

- the Enviro-Chem/Northside Sanitary

Landfill Sites in Boone County to supply
that information to the Indiana State
Board of Health immediately."®

10/18/82
0211 - =

 FIT/TAT/REM Activities

G.. Cekus (E&E) assists EPA péréaﬁﬁel in

-sampling of the liguids in the cooling
- pond and drum storage sections ‘of the
?*ECCfplant.v'A’totalaofJIG)flocations '

©. were sampled,’ Twenty-nine samples were

returned to the CRL for analysis,

10/19/82




Document HNo.: 0214

Key Word: Generators/Waste Inventory

Descraiption: Approximately 80 representatives from
generators meet in New York City for the
burpose of submitting a response to the
state's voluntary cleanup plan for ECC.

Date: - 10/22/82

Document No.: 0212

Key Word: FIT/TAT/REM Activities
Description: ISEH issues cost estimates of the

surface cleanup plan for ECC.

Date: 11/19/82

Document No.,: 0226
Key Word: Legal Action
Description: A. M. Gorsuch (U.S. EP), irforms U.S.

Senator R. G. Lugar that she has
submitted ECC for consideraztion to be
eligible for Superfund monies,

Date: li1/22/82

Document No.: 0229

Kev Word: FIT/TAT/REM Activities
Cascription: Chemical Waste Management, Inc.,

Envirconmental Remediasl Action PDivision
{ENRAC) submits: Technical Propecsal for
Removal and Disposal of Drummed
Hazardous Chemicals and Wacte Materials
located at Environmental Conservation
and Chemical Corporation, Zionsville,

Indiana.
Date: 12/01/82
Document No.: 0223
Key Word: FIT/TAT/REM Activities
Description: T.R. West submits a proposal for

~
disposal of cooling pond water, surface \///
water and contaminated sludge for ECC

site.
- Date: 12/03/82
Document No. : 0225
Key wWord: FIT/TAT/REM Activities .

Description: J. A. Dikinis (U.S EPA) meets with P,
- Rarick (OAG) to discuss the proposed

- settlement for cleanup of the ECC- site.
Document No.: 0226 - '
Key Word: Legal Action _
Description: R. M. Lavelle writes U.S. Senator Quayle
to announce that the EBCC facility is
é ,
GLT90/022 - 19 - !
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DPocument No, -

Key Word:
Pescription:

Date:

Document No. .

Key Word:
Description:

being considered for inclusion in the
National Pricrities List. '

01/03/823

0233 k/ :

FIT/TAT/REM Activities

E&LE issues REM-Field Investigation Team
site safety plan,

01/20/83

0233

FIT/TAT/REM Activities

Initial site visit by CH2ZM HILL, EPA,
and ISBH personnel for preparation of
RAMP,

GLT90/022
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1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 1964

Mr. Gary L. Watson
Attorney at Law : AUG 2 7 1982

P.0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson: =
Re: Inspection of Enviro=-Chem

This letter is in reference to the inspection of the Enviro-Chem
site conducted July 30, 1982, by Mr. Gary F. Lindgren of the Division of
Land Pollution Control. Mr. Bill Weddle represented Enviro-Chem at the
inspection. :

Mr. Weddle stated that workers' compensation insurance for the
employees of Enviro-Chem will expire by August 3, 1982. He stated that
electricity to the Enviro-Chem site will be disconnected on the same
date. Without such insurance and electricity, the employees of
Enviro-Chem cannot continue the barrel reduction, processing, and overall
site clean up efforts. Insurance coverage is necessary to ensure
protection of the employees working at the site. Electricity is
necessary to operate the pumps and distillation units. It is strongly
suggested that you take measures to ensure continuance of workers'
compensation coverage and electrical service to the site.

The water level in the cooling pond is still above normal. The
pump for the pond is inoperative, and as a result the pond has gone
septic. The liquid level in the north storage area is still high, and
contaminated liquids were observed in the ditch surrounding the south
storage pad. Progress has been made in the clean up of the south storage
pad, and in the reduction of materials in the north storage area.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact
Mr. Gary F. Lindgren of the Division of Land Pollution Control at
317/633-0196.

Very truly yours,

Ralph C. Pickarde, %%
Technical Secretary ™~

GFL/tw

cc: Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Boone County Health Department
Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA
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INDIANAPOLIS, 46206
P = == ?/Ql/gz,.
1330 West Michigan Street ,%QS
P. 0. Box 1964

AUG 04 1582

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

Mr. Gary L. Watson
Attorney at Law
P.0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: July 15, 1982, Inspection of the
~ Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation {ECC)

This letter confirms the July 15, 1982, inspection of the
above-referenced facility by Mr. Gary F. Lindgren of the Division of
Land Pollution Control. Mr. Lindgren met with Mr. Bill Weddle of the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation.

Mr. Weddle informed Mr. Lindgren that the payroll at ECC had
been reduced to five people. He observed that reduced revenues from the
sale of recovered materials necessitated the personnel reductions.

The cooling pond level has been raised due to recent rainfall.
However, the dike preventing off-site movement appears secure. Should
further rainfall increase the level of the cooling pond, actions should
be taken to reinforce the dike. The cooling pond water has become
septic and requires further aeration.

The recent rainfalls have also raised the liquid levels on
the south storage pad and in the north pit storage area. The water is
up to the bottom chime of the drums in those areas. There has been
some overflow from the south storage pad into the ditch surrounding
the pad.

There has been some progress on the south storage pad with
respect to the processing of drums. There also has been some activity
with respect to clean-up of the sludge solidification area. Drums in
that area have been covered with plastic.
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If there are any questions concerning any of the above matters,
please contact Mr. Gary F. Llndgren at 317/633-0196.

Very truly yours,

Ralph C. Piékard
‘Technical Secretary

GFL/jmt - -
cc: Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S.,EPAt/// : :
. Boone County Circuit Court
Boone County Health Department
Mr. Bill Weddle, ECC



%

STATE =~ IND

IANA

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD 1330 West Michigan Street

P. 0. Box 1964

Mr. Gary L. Watson JUL 3 0 1982

Attorney at Law
P.0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: July 2, 1982, Inspection of the
Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation

This letter confirms the July 2, 1982, inspection of the above-
referenced facility by Mr. J. Thomas Fitch and Mr. Gary F. Lindgren.
Messrs. Fitch and Lindgren met with Mr. Bill Weddle of the Environmental
Conservation and Chemical Corporation. Mr. Weddle clarified a
misunderstanding which appeared in earlier correspondence. The waste
creosote noted in that correspondence actually was alkylation of
cresols. The waste is non-hazardous. It was generated by Koppers
Company, Inc., O0il City, Pennsylvania, and was transported to ECC by Mays
Corporation, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. Please disregard the demand made
concerning the submission of information concerning this waste.

Mr. Weddle stated that he and Tony Clark were assimilating the
information concerning wastes processed since May 5, 1982. This
information should be available by July 12, 1982. Records of wastes
processed should be recorded daily on the facility's operating record.

Messrs. Fitch and Lindgren requested to see a copy of the
Environmental Liability Policy referred to in your closure plan. The
form was not available at the site. Mr. Weddle stated that you possessed
all copies. Pledse send a copy of this policy to Mr. Lindgren so that it
can be reviewed.

Mr. Weddle explained that all wastes stored on the south lot
storage area, and stored in bulk are being processed. The still bottoms
generated during reclamation are stored in the bulk tank from which the
wastes came. Drum bottoms generated during reclamation are placed into
_storage on the south lot storage pad. "Empty drums" are being segregated
and sent to Columbus Steel Drum, Columbus, Ohic.

Spray irrigation continues in the north pit and mnorth lot
storage areas. The hoses used for spray irrigation are placed so that
the water drains into the facility and not off-site. Mr. Weddle feels
that this operation will not further contaminate the grounds of ECC.
This cperation is not undertaken in the south lot storage area because
this is where personnel are working.
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The cooling pond level has subsided. Diking along the east
boundary appears to be sound. There still exists a cross-connection
between the north pit storage area and the cooling pond. Mr. Weddle
acknowledges a slight increase in the contamination of .the cooling pond
water due to this cross-connection, but feels that it is not
significant. The cooling pond water is becoming septic and needs to be
further aerated. :

‘ Mr. Clark has begun the clean up of the former solids and
liquids processing area. The water in this area should be processed, and
‘then stored in the cooling pond. The waste should be packaged in
containers and placed into storage. ' . -

The south lot storage area was cleared of containers on the west
20 percent of the pad. Since this area has been cleared, processing of
barrels stored in the north pit and north lot areas can be initiated.
This area will be filled with the drum bottoms generated from the
processing. Drums found in the storage area without bungs or lids should
be secured immediately.

Mr. Weddle agreed to excavate the soil contaminated with cooling
pond water when the cooling pond water overflowed into the unnamed ditch
to the east of the ECC property. He also agreed to place this waste into
containers and stage for disposal. '

If there are any questions concerning any of the above matters,
please contact Mr. J. Thomas Fitch at 317/633-0215.

Very truly youiQ@

v e f ?
2 b
T P P
BT e, S AR s
T - gt
.~ Ralph C. Pickard-..

Technical Secretary

JTF/tw —

cc: Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA "
Boone County Circuit Court
Boone County Health Department
Mr. Bill Weddle, ECC
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INDIANAPOLIS, 46206

ll}/‘
1330 West Michigan Streef Q/;lj[ g
P, (0. Box 1964
W2z ey A%
Mr. Gary L. Watson
Attorney at Law

P. 0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson: ' _ _ -

Re: June 24, 1982, Inspection of the
‘ Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation '

On the above-referenced date, Messrs. J. Thomas Fitch and Lee
Langlotz met with Mr. William Weddle to inspect the Environmental
Conservation and Chemical Corporation. The purpose of the inspection was
to assess the potential enviropmental problems associated with the site.
The following is a compilation of that assessment.

1. The solids and liquids processing area is filled with wastes

- that have not been processed for disposal. These wastes have
been stored in this area since May-5, 1982. This waste shall be
containerized in drums and staged for disposal. The wastes in
this area which are not currently stored on the concrete
processing pad are of greatest concern. These wastes shall be
processed first.

2. During the time of the inspection, cooling pond water was being
spray irrigated over the inner slopes of the north earthen
levy. The water was also sprayed over drums stored in the north
pit storage area. It is my understanding that ECC was informed
they could not continue this practice. This is due to the
potential contamination of the earth within the facility. If
ECC wishes to spray irrigate the cooling pond water they must do
$o in the south lot concrete storage area. Due to the
impermeable concrete pad, there is minimal chance that any
further contamination of the soil on the ECC site will occur.

3. There is a direct connection between the north pit storage area
and the cooling pond. Due to this connection, the cooling pond
is being further contaminated by wastes which have leaked from
barrels in the north pit area. This connection shall be severed
to control the contamination of the cooling ponrd.

4.- The cooling pond water level has subsided. The water is not
overflowing into the unnamed ditch as observed during previous
inspections. The cooling pond water should continue to be
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aerated to avoid a septic condition and to evaporate as much
.water as is possible. The water quality of the cooling pond
should continue to be monitored weekly, and- these analyses held
on file,

5 The water level in the barrel storage areas have decreased.
There is still a great deal of water in these areas which needs
to be processed and disposed. As stated in earlier
correspondence, barrels will deteriorate at a much faster rate
if allowed to stand in water. The longer these barrels are
stored in water, the faster they will begin leaking,
contaminating the water and the seil on-site.

Mr. Fitch informs me that wastes from the south lot storage area
are being processed. Tt is our opinion that this is not what was agreed
to during the May 5, 1982, hearing in Boone County Circuit Court. As we
interpret it, Enviromnmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation agreed
to process damaged and leaking drums first, followed by drums stored off
the impermeable pad, and finally drums stored on the pad. You should
contact this office within ten days of the receipt of this letter to
explain why this agreement has not been kept.

Vegg truly

Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

JTF/tw

~cc: Mr. Bill Weddle, ECC

Boone County Circuit Court

Boone County Health Department :

Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA «

Mr. Phil Rarick, Attorney General's Office
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1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 1964

JUL 2 2 1982

Mr. Gary L. Watson
Attorney at Law
P.0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:
Re: Verification of Waste Stream -

In my most recent correspondence concerning the June 10, 1982,
inspection of the Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation, I
requested that you supply this office with information concerning a

"creosote" waste. The waste stream in question had been stored in
tankers at the ECC site outside the secured facility.

On July 2, 1982, Messrs. J. T. Fitch and Gary F. Lindgren were
supplied information concerning the waste in question. It was determined
that the waste is not creosote but alkylation of cresols. The waste was
received at the site on November 18, 1981, from Koppers Company, Inc.,
0il City, Pennsylvania. The transporter of the waste was the Mays
Corporation of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.

Please disregard the demands made concerning this waste.

Very truly yours,

V,Ralgh C. Pickard. ..
Technical Secretary

JTF/tw

cc: Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA
Mr. Phil Rarick, Attorney General's Office
Boone County Health Department
Boone County Circuit Court

B

INDIANAPOLIS, 46206



STATE <=7 lNDIANA_

ENVTRONMENTAL,MANAGEMENT BOARD
SUN 2 8 1982
Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law

F.O. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

5 1
b
e

7
1330 West Michigan Street
P. Q. Box 1964 '

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: June 10, 1982, Inspection of the
Enviromnmental Conservation and Chemical
Corporation Facility

On June 10,. 1982, Messrs. J. Thomas Fitch and Ted Warner,
Division of Land Pollution Comtrol, inspected the above-referenced
facility. They met with Mr. William Weddle. Messrs. Fitch and Warner
noted the following problems during their inspection:

1. The level of the water in the cooling pond has not subsided.
The water has continued te overflow into the unnamed ditch to
the east of the property. Minimal activity has been undertaken
to control this situation. Additional sandbags should be
purchased to control the overflow of the contaminated cooling
pond water into the unnamed ditch. Also, steps should be taken
to lower the level of the water in the ccoling pond. This
problem will be closely monitored.

2. The storage areas for barrels continue to be covered with ponded
rain water. The water levels range from a few inches to over
one foot. As noted in an earlier correspondence, this

~contaminated water provides a vehicle for contamination.
Leaking barrels of waste and spilled waste mixes with this
water. The water in the north pit storage area is directly
linked with the cooling pond causing additional pollutlon to
this cooling water.

The water in the south lot storage area is in excess of cne
foot, over 25 percent of the concrete pad. The contaminated
rain water has overflowed into the ditch between the concrete
pad and the earthen dike. The contaminated water in all storage
areas needs to be controlled, processed, and disposed. This is
a priority problem and shall be monitored.

3. There is contaminated rain water in the solids and liquids
processing area. The drum bottom waste in this area is not
completely stored on the concrete pad. This water should be
processed and disposed.  All of the waste must be placed on the
concrete processing pad.



4. There are two tankers of creosote waste stored outside the
storage facility. . This waste should be stored within the
facility with the other hazardous wastes. You shall contact
this office to explain whose waste this is, and why it 1is

- illegally stored.

The following are observations made by Messrs. Fitch and Warner:
1. The cooling tower and boiler were both operaticnal.

2. Empty drums are staged off-site prior to transporting them to a
reclaimer. Ensure that all barrels are completely empty.

This office would like the following decuments from you:

1. A list of all materials processed since May 5, 1982. This
document should include generator's name and address, type of
waste processed, and location of the waste before processing.
Also, the total number of barrels processed and the purchaser of
the reclaimed material.

2. Inspections of this facility since May 5, 1982.  These
inspections should note the problems associated with the
facility and corrective actions initiated to contrel these
problems.

3. A listing of all brokered wastes on-gite. The generator's name
and address and total volume of the waste. Also include the

location of the waste on-site.

If you have any questions on any of the above matters, please

contact Mr. Fitch at 317/633-0215.

Very ;truly yours,
i £

Wi e -*:'-;'iw a8 .
P £ T
#
Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

¥

JTF/tw

cc:

Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA

Boone County Circuit Court

Boone County Health Department

Mr. Phil Rarick, Attorney General's Office
Mr. William Weddle, ECC
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NDIANAPOLIS, 46206

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD ' s~ il —" WBE@EQMED

= © P. 0. Box 1964
Attorney at Law JUN 2381982
P.0. Box 110

| ‘ WASTE MANAGEMENT BRANCH
Lebanon, IN 46052 : _ EPA, RECION V

hugF ety ¢

Re: June 4, 1982, Inspection of the
Env1r0nmental Conservation Chemical
Corporation Facility .

Mr. Gary Watson JUN 18 19;2

W

Dear Mr. Watson:

On June 4, 1982, Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Division of Land Pollution
Control, inspected the Enviromnmental Conservation and Chemical

Corporation's facility. Mr. Fitch was accompanied during the inspection
by Mr. William Weddle. '

During the inspection of the site, Mr. Fitch found that much of
the barrel storage areas were under water. The water level in the
storage areas ranges from a few inches to over one foot. The
contaminated rainwater is a vehicle for possible contamination of the
soil, groundwater, and surface water. This water must be dealt with
immediately. Mr. Fitch noted that the water level of the cooling pond is
still near capacity. Pond water was not entering the unnamed ditch to
the east of the facility as previously noted, but it is felt that the
water level must be decreased or additional levies built to minimize the
chances of this occurring again. A direct link between the cooling pond
and the north pit storage area exists. This connection needs to be
severed.

Mr. Fitch noted that additional "pockets'" had been opened in the
south lot concrete storage area. Drums of waste from this storage lot
are being processed. The still bottoms generated from the processing of
these drums are being placed onto the concrete pad for storage. No
wastes have been processed except for those stored on the concrete
storage pad. There was contaminated water found on the perimeter of the
concrete storage pad between the earthen dike and the concrete pad. This
contaminated water should be processed immediately. The cooling tower
was still functional and the boiler had not yet been repaired.

Very truly ygurs,
qw .

,é‘iw'

. Rhlph C. Pickard
" Technical Secretary

JTFitch/tr
cc: Mr. Philip Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Boone County Circuit Court
Boone County Health Department
Richard Shandross, Region V, U.S. EPA |
Mr. Bill Weddle
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STATE </~ INDIANA __ #FZs

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD
© P.0O. Box 1964

JUN 14 1982

- Mr. Gary Watscon
Attorney at Law
P.0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: May 27, 1982, Inspection of the
' Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation Facility

This letter confirms the May 27, 1982, inspection of the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation facility by
Messrs. J. Thomas Fitch and Gary F. Lindgren, Division of Land Pollutlon
Control. The follewing observations were made at that time:

! Cooling pond water was flowing inte the unnamed ditch located

" east of the facility. The flow of the water was cut off using
sand bags. There was no way of estimating what volume of water
entered the unnamed ditch prior to the inspection. Due to
recent rains, and the breakdown of an aeration pump, the water
level of the cooling pond has risen above capacity. There is
also a direct connection between the north pit area and the
cooling pond. This problem shall be controlled immediately.

2. There were "pockets" open in the south lot storage area. This
indicates a reduction of barrels in this area. Mr. Bill Weddle
estimates that there are between 20,000 and 21,000 barrels on
site, Mr. Weddle estimates that there is an average reduction
of approximately 600 drums per week. Waste material generated
from the processing is being placed inteo storage on the concrete
pad. Mr. Weddle explained that areas need tc be opened on the
concrete pad before barrels of waste in the north lot storage
area are processed. This is so there are spaces for the storage
of stillbottom wastes generated from processing. .

3. The cooling tower is. now operational.

4, The boiler supplying steam heat to the stills was being
repaired. Because the boiler was not functional, no proce351ng
was occurring during the time of the 1nspect10n

There is excessive water in all storage areas. This water needs
to be processed and disposed of in an environmentally sound
marier.




contact My
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STATE <7 INDIANA

—_— e T
I

Lt

. —1330 West Mmhlgan Street
\ P. 0. Box 1964

MAY 1o 1982 |\ pECENED

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

Mr. Gary Watson ‘ _ g @4 19U
Attorney at Law LS
P.0. Box 110 -
Lebanon, IN 46052 o WA

Dear Mr. Watson: T

Re: May 3, 1982, Inspection of the
g Environmental Conservaticn and Chemical
Corporation (ECC)

This letter confirms the May 3, 1982, inspection of the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation by Messrs. J. Thomas
Fitch, P. J. Rasor, and J. Shafer. Mr. Fitch met with Mr. Bill Weddle to
inspect and take pictures of the facility. Messrs. Rasor and Shafer met
with Mr. Tony Clark to review laboratory procedures.

During the inspection of the facility, Mr. Fitch noted that
there had been some processing of barrels from the south lot storage
area. There were empty "pockets" within this storage area. Mr. Fitch
also noted that the contaminated water found between the 'south lot
storage area and the earthen dike had been eliminated. Much of the
contaminated water found during previous inspections had been processed.

The cooling tower was still not functional, but was in the
process of being repaired. The cooling pond was lower than the previous
week, and the oil slick was still present. The solid and liquids
processing area was still under water, and ink wastes were present in
this water.

The barrel reduction inventory showed a reduction of 506 drums
for the week of April 19, 1982, and an increase of 84 drums for the week
of April 26, 1982.

Mr. Rasor concluded that the laboratory management had greatly
improved since his inspection conducted during the summer of 1981.
However, he feels that ECC still does not meet RCRA standards.
Specifically, the analyses for EP_Toxicity and inorganics do not meet the

requirements outlined in 40 CFR Section 261, Appendix II and III
- respectively. P
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1f you have any questions concerning the above, please contact
Mr. J. Thomas Fitch at 317/633~0215.

Very truly yours,

_iRalph C. Pickard
" Technical Secretary

JIF/tr
cc: Boone County Circuit Court
Boone County Health Department
Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S5. EPA
Mr. Phil Rarick, Attorney General's Office
Mr. Bill Weddle, ECC
Mr. Roy Strong, ECC



STATE BOARD OF HEALTH

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

] INDI
Address Reply®o:

. IndiamaState Board of Health

| \/1330'West Michigan Street

" P.0. Box 1964

Indianapolis, IN 46206

ROLIS

MAY 14 1982

Mr. William Weddle

Environmental Safety and
Transportation Director

Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation

865 South U.S5. 421

Zionsville, IN 46077

Dear Mr. Weddle: !
Re: Your Letter Dated March 13, 1982

On the above-referenced date, you sent a letter to the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Region V, concerning the implementation
of your contingency plan. You stated in the letter that on February 26,
1982, a.D9 bulldozer owned by  the Northside Landfill struck a loaded
tanker containing hazardous waste causing the material to leak from this
tanker. As stated, the material was comntained on-site and the spill
cleaned up.

"Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Land Pollution Control Division,
contacted the Spill Response Team of the Water Pollution Control
Division after learning about the spill. Mr. Fitch contacted them to
determine if they had been notified concerning the said spill. They had
not been contacted. This is a violation of 320 IAC 4-6-1, Section 1,
and 40 CFR Section 265.56(h)(2)(i). - There is also a question as to
whether or not material was actually stored on-site. This question

"needs to be resolved.

Please contact Mr., John Hayworth, Water Pollution Contrel
Division, and Mr. Fitech so that this matter can be resolved.

le e : -

su oz Mie

' Hazardous Waste Management Branch
Division of Land Pollution Control

JTF/ib y// .
ce: Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA, Region V¢

Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General

Boone County Health Department

Mr. Gary Watson, Attorney at Law

1881 - A CENTURY OF SERVICE - 1981
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STATE OF INDIANA ) IN THE BOONE CIRCUIT COURT
)y §8:
COUNTY OF BCONE ) CAUSE NO. (C81-131

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD
OF THE STATE OF INDIANA, Fg LE%
' Plaintiff, | an
E ! MAY 12 1362
vE.

ENVIRO-CHEM CORPORATTON,
JONATHAN W. BANKERT and
PATRICIA BANKERT,

; @AIJLUAkﬁi
/7 CLERY BOONE CIRCUIT COURT

NOTICE TO RECEIVER

\/\J\—'\J\JV\/\JVVV\J

Defendants.

Comes now the Pl%intiff, Environmental Management Board
of the State of Indiana, and upon review of the Receiver's report
entitled "Phase I of Closure Plan" now notifies the Receiver as -

“follows:

1. Said plan fails to state the locations of the drums

it proposes O process. Plaintiff would request the Receiver to
process the drums according o the following priority:
(a) First, process, repackage, OT bulk . -

— materlal in drums not properly con-
: tainerized;

. (b) Second, process drums located cff
! ; ~ the concrete pad;

(c) Finally, process drums located on

% ’ the concrete pad, f

i
Plaintiff requests that said priority of lremoval be

followed whenever possible and feasible for the purpose of reducing,

to the extent possible, the number of drums not properly contaimer-
ized and not on concrete pads.

2. Plaintiff 6bjects to Part II of said plan, which
proposes to pump drum material into buik storage tankég for the
‘reason that such a plan woﬁld’mlx wastes from various generators
making it impossible for generators to jidentify their wastes.
Plaintiff would, however, propose pumping inte bulk storage
compatible material from drums not properl& containerized, if

such drums canmot be processed or repackaged.



3. Plaintiff requests the Receiver to immediately
restructure salaries for all owners of Environmental Conservation
and Chemical Corporation (identified herein as ECC) who draw
compensation frem ECC, so that such persons are not paid more
than other employees of ECC who are similarly qualified.

4. Said plan fails to provide Plaintiff sufficient
information to adequately access said plan. Plaintiff requests
the Receiver to contact and consult with Plaintiff's staff prior
to drafting the Comprehensive Closure Plan so that said staff has
the opportunity to inform the Receiver of various areas of concern
it believes said plan should address.

5. The Receiver's Comprehensive Closure Plan is to be

filed with this Court on or before June 4, 1982 pursuant to this

Court's order of May 5, 1982. Said Receiver has made certain
public statements indicating he may propose in said plan to

dispose some waste material from‘ECC at the Northside Sanitary
Landfill leocated adjacent to ECC. Plaintiff notifies the Receiver
that it will cbject and cppose such proposal if made, for the reason
that any such plan would be in violation of Part II, Paragraph 16
of the Consent Decree approved by this Court on July 1, 1981, and
7Page 3, Paragraph 2 of an administrative agreed order, entitied

In The Matter Of The Environmental Management Board 0f The State

I
Of Indiana vs. Northside Sanitary Landfill, Inc., Cause No.HN-33.

Said order is attached hereto as Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein.
Respectfilly submitted,

LINLEY E. PEARSON
Attorney General of Indiana

T STy
B);:/%/(,,'.( s 14*,,,&-/
~ “Phillip”B7 Raricg |

' Deputy Attorney General

Office of Attorney General
719 State Ibuse
Indiznapolis, IN 46204
(3173232-6195



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 do hereby certify a copy of the foregoing NOTICE TO
RECEIVER was duly served upon:

Mr. Warren D. Krebs
PARR, RICHEY, OBREMSKEY
& MORTON
225 West Main Street
P.0. Box 666
Lebanon, IN 46052 .

Mr. Halbert W. Kunz
KUNZ & KUNZ

320 N. Meridian Street
Room 528

Indianapolis, IN 46204

Mr;, Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
P.0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

by personal service this /1. day of May, 1982,

T e - 3 -
e - -
f//fﬁz;é;f;"b" ClAJmﬁ/f?
-~ “Phillip B RarickK A
Deputy Attorney General

Office of Attorney General ‘ )
219 State House :

Indianapolis, IN 46204

(317)232-61L95



STATE OF INDIANA ) BEFORE THE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
SS:
COUNTY OF MARION ) BOARD OF THE STATE OF INDIANA

TN THE MATTER OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL )
MANAGEMENT BOARD OF THE STATE OF )
1 INDIANA, )
: )
Petitioner, )

) :

vs. ) CAUSE NO. N-33
)
NORTHSIDE SANITARY LANDFILL, INC., h]
)
Respondent. )

AGREED FINDINGS OF FACT AND GRDER

A notice of hearing having been filed herein on the
16th day of April, 1981, and with the Environmental Management
Board and Respondent being desirous of settling and compromising -
this action and having consented without hearing or adjudication
of any issue of fact or law herein to the entry by any party

hereto and without this Order constituting any admission with

e

respect to any issue of fact or law herein:

FINDINGS OF FACT -

NOW, THEREFORE, before the taking of any testimony,
upon the consent of the parties hereto, and for purposes of
this action only, the following FINDINGS are hereby made:

~ = 1. The Environmental Management Board of the State
of Indiana (also herein referred to as the Board} fa an agency

of the State of Indiana,. duly empowered tc hold administrative

hearings to determine whether or not there is a violation of
the Indiana Fnvironmental Management Act, IC 13-7, et seq.,
and to enter an order requiring the taking of such action as

is indicated by the cireumstances to cause the abatement of

-such condition. -
2. Northside Sanitary Landfill, Inc. owns, operates,
and maintains a sanitary landfill at 985 South U.S. 421,

Zionsville, Indiana &46077.

PEEES




3., The Board has jurisdiction over beth the subject
matter and the parties to this action.
4. Pursuant to the provisions of IC 13-7 and IC 4-

22-1, notice of hearing was issued and service of same was made

2

upon:
Mr. Jonathan Bankert, President
Northside Sanitary Landfill, Inc.
985 South U.S. 421
Zionsvilie, IN 46077
Mr. Willis K. Kunz
320 North Meridian Street
indianapolis, IN 46204
5. TUnder IndianaéEnvironmental Management Beard
1
Permit No. OPP 6-1 issued Fébruary 1, 1981, Northside Sanitary
- Landfill, inc. is permitted to operate a sanitary landfill for
— — the disposal of non-hazardous waste materials. Northside
Sanitary Landfill, Inc. ig also permitted tc dispose of certain
hazardous waste materials from specific generators under the
terms of various approval letters written by the Indiana Envircn-
mental Management Board or its predecessor, the Indiana Stream
— Pollution Control Board.
-7 6. The purposé of the hearing specified in paragraph
4 above was to determine whether Northside Sanitary Landfill, Inc.
illegally accepted hazardous waste materials during the year 1980

|
generated by Hazardous Waste Disposal, Inc., Farmir gdale, New

York, and transported tg Northside Sanitary Landfill, Inc. from

Enviro-Chem Corporatien in violatiom of 330 I&C 4-5-14{a).
AGREED CGRDER
WEHREFORE, upon consent of the parties as aforesaid,
it is hereby ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as foliows:%
1. Respondent, Northside Sanitary Landfill; Enc.,
agrees to operate its sanitary landfill in compliance with
regulation 330 IAC 4—5—1@(&) and all other applicable statutes

and regulations.
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2. ZRespondent, Northside Sanitary Landfill, Inc.
shall no longer accept any hazardous waste materials from
the property of Enviro-Chem Corporation, or its agents,
officers, employees or assilgns for diéposal at its above
named sanitary landfill site. Northside Sanitary Landfill,
Inc. further agrees not to accept any hazardous waste
materials transported by Enviro-Chem Corporation, or any
of its agents, officers, employees or assigns to Northside
Sanitafy Landfill, Inc.

3. Respondent, Northside Samitary Landfill, Inc,
further agrees mot to accept for disposal any hazardous waste
materials, as defined by 40 CFR 261 et seq., generated or
traﬁéported'from.outside the State of Indiana for a period

_;f one year commencing with the effective date of this Agreed
Order.

4. Respondent, Northside Sanitary Landfill, Inc.
agrees to pay One Thousand Five Hundred Dollars (51,500.00)
to the Environmental Management Special Fund of the State”of
Indiana for reimbursement of éxpenses within ten (10) days of
the effective date of this Agreed Ordér.

' 5. The Indianz Environmental Management Bozrd agrees
to withdraw this action as consideration for the t%rms of this
Agreed Order. This Agreed Order shall have no forée and effect
until azpproved by the Indiana Environmental Management Board.

'

NORTESIDE SANITARY LANDFILL, INDIANA ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
INC. - BOARD OF THE STATE OF INDIANA

By: " [aJ D ww/d“, 'IL By: /’///4"’f4fwf-’ﬁ
mlef ﬁ e Tigl/e: ,///,
Date: QL-—@H / L /78S bates i 1 77
Attested: Sé)’)f//'.{(w YQ’/‘/},/J_J/L

Secretary, Northside
Sanitary Landfill, Inc.




STATE OF INDIANA ) IN THE BOONE CIRCUIT COURT
) S8S:
COUNTY OF BOONE ) CAUSE KO. C81-131

ENVIRCNMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD )
QF THE STATE OF INDIANA, ;
Plaintiff, D]
y )
- vs. g
ENVIRO-CHEM CORPORATION, )
JONATHAN W. BANKERT and )
PATRICIA BANKERT, ;
Defendants. )
ORDER
: Comes now Plaintiff, Environmental Management Board of
; the State of Indiana, by Ralph C. Pickard, Technical Secretary,

and by Linley E. Pearson, Attorney General of Indiana, and
Phillip B. Rarick, Deputy Attorney General, and files herein
§ - Aﬂ~;§laiﬁtiff’s Verified Petition To Close Enviro-Chem Corporation
5 Anéi%nvironmentally Secure Sﬁte” which Pétition is in the following
words, to-wit:
[H.T.]
The Court, being duly advised, NOW FINDS:
7 1. Envirommental Conservation and Chemical Corporation,
P 3 formerly Enviro-Chem Corporation, (hereinafter identified as ECC)
. L has failed to remove the sludge and contaminated soil in the pit
: 7" immediately north of the cooling pond, in violation of Part II,

Paragraph 5 cf the Decree.

2. ECC has approximately 14,000 barrels containing

incoming material for :eéovery and non-recoverable waste which
are stored in violatign of Part II, Paragraph 6(B) and 6(C) of
the Decree. | -

3. Hazardous waste material is not stored Enicompliance
with State Fire Marshal rules and regulations, in viola&icn of
Part I1I, Paragraph 7, of the Decree.

4. The cooling pond water must be properly disposed
to prevent violation of Part II, Paragraph 18 of the Decree.

5. The barrel storage area lacks adequate aisle space,

in violation of Part II, Paragraph 19(B) of the Decree.



6. Some barrels are in improper centainers, in
violation of Part II, Paragraph 19(H) of the Decree.

7. Said Defendants have failed te comply with other
parts of the Consent Decree and with State law and regulation.

8. ECC is presently nct in compliance with said
Decree dispite the efforts of this Court’s Receiver to remedy
the non-compliances. |

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HERERY DECREED AND ORDEREﬁ that
the Receiver shall:

(1) Immediately impose a ban on ECC receiving any hazardous
waste material for treatment, storage or disposal.

(2) Immediately préceed to ligquidate ECC and close its
hazardous waste facility, puésuant to 320 IAC 4-7-1, and in a manner
that: - - ) - -

(a) Controls, minimizes or eliminates
to the extent necessary to protect
human health and the environment,
post-closure escape of hazardous
waste, hazardous waste constituents,
leachate, contaminated rainfall,
or waste decomposition products
to the ground or surface waters or
te the atmosphere. -

(b) Minimizes the need for further main-
tenance. :

(1) File with this Court, within thirty (30)‘days, a
pian to close ECC's hazardous waste facility pursuant to 320 IAC
4-7-1.

(£} File with this Court, within forty-five (&45) days,
a plan to provide for financial assurance for faciiity closure
pursuant to 320 IAC 4-7-2. Said plan shall include in addifion
to the requirements of 320 IAC 4-7-2:

(a) A list of all employees proposed to be ,
retzined by the Receiver, each emplayee's

proposed job description, and each : <
emplovee's proposed salary. -

(b) Receiver's plan to fund said financiazl
agsurance plan.

(5) File with this Court, within sixty (60) days, a
detailed report of the amount and purpose of all funds spent from
the Receivership Trust Account, pursuant to Part II, Paragraph 4

of the Decree.



(6) Impliment the closure plan, and plan to provide
for financial assurance, only after guch plans have been
approved by the Court and aépropr?ate state agenciles.

{7) TFile with this Court monthly status reports of the
closure, commencing thirty (30) days after the closure plan has
been approved by the Court.

(8) TFile with this Court, prior to release from boend,
a2 Final Report of Closure, which Report shall include a2 Eertifi—
cation of closure, pursuant to 40 CFR 265.115; a post-closure
care and use of property plan, approved by the appropriate state
agencies, pursuant to &0 CFR 265.117; a survey plat, pursuant to
40 CFR 265.119; a deed to the property of ECC, pursuant to 40 CFR
265.120; and any other document required by 320 IAC 4-7-1 and
320 TAC 4;7-2 that the Receiver deems ﬁecessary to show that he.

__has complied with said regulations. 1In addition, the Receiver
in said Final Report shall certify that the aforementioned
documents have been submitted or recorded with the appropriate
official, agency or persomn.

{(9) This Order shall not alter or supercede the -Court
Order, in this cause, of July 1, 1981, except where said Order
of July 1, 1981 is inconsistent with this Order.

(10) This Order shall apply te Environmental Comservation
and Chemical Corporation,formerly Enviro-Chem Corporation, its
employees, successors in interest, agents and assigns; and any
person or persons acting through it, or on its behalf,and all other

parties to this cause. -

DATED : : =

Renald E. Drury
Judge, Boone Circuit Court

§n‘q?@

Copies to all attorneys of record.

Yo



STATE OF INDIANA ) IN THE BOONE CIRCUIT COURT
55
COUNTY OF BOONE ) CAUSE NO. (€81l-131

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD
OF THE STATE OF INDIANA,

Plaintiff, !
V.
ENVIRO-CHEM CORPORATION,
“JONATHAN W:-BANKERT and
PATRICIA BANKERT,

Defendants.

S e S S P N M S N N S
.

l

: i

i PLAINTIFF'S VERIFIED PETITION TO CLOSE

! ENVIRD-CHEM CORPORATION AND,.ENVIRCNMENTALLY SECURE SITE

: . I~ Te

- - Comes now Plaintiff, Environmental Management Board .

— — ——pf the State of Indiana, by Ralph'C. Pickard, Technical

Secretary, and by Linley E. Pearson, Attorney General of

Indiana, by Phillip B. Rarick, Deputy Attorney General and
petitions the Court to direct its Receiver to close

. Environmental Comservation and Chemical Corporatiom, formerly
Enviro-Chem Corporatien (hereinafter identified as ECC), and
environmentally secure this corporation's hazardous waste

. facility site. The reason for this petition is that ECC,

——— Jonathan W. Bankert, and Patricia Bankert have failed to

comply with the terms of the Consent Decree approved by this

Court on July 1, 1981. More specifically, Periticmer alleges:

1. ECC has failed to remove the sludge and
contaminated soil in the pit immediately north of the cooling
pond, in violation of Part II, Paragraph 5 of the Decree.

o 2. ECC has approximately 14,000 barrels coétaining
incoming material for recovery and non-recoverable %a;te which
are stored in violation of Part II, Péragraphs 6(B) and 6(C)

of the Decree.

3. Hazardous waste material is not stored in



compliance with State Fire Marshal rules and regulations, in
violation of Part II, Paragraph 7, of the Decree.
4.  The cooling pend watér must be properly disposed
to prevent violation of Part IL, Paragraph 18 of the Decree.
5. The barrel storage area lacks adequate aisle
] space, in viclation of Part II, Paragraph 19(b) of the Decree.
6. Some barrels are in improper containers, in
viclation of Part II, Paragraph 19(h) of the Decree. 7
7. Said Defendants have failed to comply with
other parts of the Consent Decree and with State law and
regulation.
8. ECC is presently not in compliance with said
% Decree despite the efforts of this Court's Receiver to remedy
the non-compliances.
. _, 9. On December 29, 1981, the Receiver for ECC
filed with this Court an Amended Quarterly Report, which report

- noted most of the above mentioned violations, explained the

Receiver's difficulty in meeting certain deadlines, and set
forth his plan for removing the non-compliances, including a
- schedule for reducing the barrel inventory. Approximately
- mid-Jenuary, 1982 it became apparent said schedule would
_ not be achieved. |
10. By letters of January 18, 1982 and February
15, 1982, Linley E. fearson, Attorney General of Indiana,
requested the Receiver to impose a freeze om all incoming
barrels to ECC. Pursuant to these requests, the Recelver
imposed such a freeze on March 1, 1982.
11. On March 23, 1982 the Receiver filed a report
to this Court lifting said freeze commencing March 22; 1982.
12. By letter of March 30, 1982, Plaintiff's counsel
notified the Receiver of his objections to said Receiver's
Report cf March 23, 1982.

13. On or about April 13, 1982, the Receiver orally



notified couvnsel for Plaintiff that ECC lacked the long term
fiscal viability to reduce its drum inventory Lo the stage
where all drums would be stored in compliance with the Decree.
14. Pursuant to the Receiver's representations,
it now appears there is reasonable cause to believe ECC will
not be able to achieve compliance with the Decree in the
immediate future. :
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that the Receiver: be
directed to:
(2) Immediately impose a ban on ECC receiving any
hazardous waste material for treatﬁent, storage or disposal.
(o) Immediatelj proceed to liquidate ECC and close
its hazardous waste facilfty, pursuant to 320 IAC 4-7-1, and
in a manner that:

[1] Controls, minimizes or eliminates to
the extent necessary to protect human
health and the environment, post-closure
escape of hazardous waste, hazardous
waste constituents, leachate, contaminated
rainfall, or waste decomposition products
to the ground or surface waters or to the
atmosphere.

[2] Minimizes the need for further maintenance.
(¢) File with this Court, within thirty (30C) days,

a plan to close ECC's hazardous waste facility pursuant to

" 320 TAC 4-7-1.

(d) Tile with this Court, within forty-five (45)
days, a plan to provide for finanecial assurance for facility
closure pursuant to 320 IAC 4-7-2. Sald plan shall include,
in addition to the requirements of 320 IAC 4-7-Z: '

[1] A list of all employees proposed to be

retained by the Receiver, each employee's

proposad job description, and each
employee's salary.

B

[2] Receiver's plan to fund said financial: "
assurance plan. - -



(e) TFile with this Court, within sixty (60) days,
a detailed report of the amount and purpose of all funds
spent from the Receivership Trust Account, pursuant to Part
1I, Paragraph 4 of the Decree.

e

(f) Impliment the closure plan, and plan tc provide
for financial assurance, only after such plans have been
approved by the Court and appropriate state agencies.

(g) File with this Court ﬁonthly status reports
of the closure, commencing 30 days after the closure plan
has been approved by the Court.

(h) File with this Court, priocr to release from
bond, a Final Report of Closure, which Report shall include
a certification of closure, pursuant to 40 CFR 265.115;_a
post-closure care and use of property plan, approved by the
__apE;opriate ;tate agencies, pursuant to 40 CFR 265.117; &
survey plat, pursuant.to 40 CFR 265.119; a deed to the
property of ECC, puréﬁant to CFR 265.120; and any other
document required by 320 IAC 4-7-1 and 320 IAC 4-7-2 that
the Receiver deems mecessary to show that he has complied
with said regulations. In addition, the Receiver in said
Final Repcrt shall certify that the aforementioned documents

have been submitted or recorded with the appropriate 6fficial,
agency, OY Ppersomn.
Regpectfully submitted,

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD
OF THE STATE OF INDIANA

By:

Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

.

YA I

i



VERIFICATION
I, Ralph €. Pickard, being first duly sworn upon
my oath, depose and say that I am the Technical Secretary of
the Indiana Environmental Management Board, and that I have
read the foregoing Plzintiff's Verified Petition to Close
Envirc-Chem Corporation and Envirconmentally Secure Site,

and that the matters set out herein are true and accurate to

the best of my knowledge and belief. E

Falph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

STATE OF INDIANA ) !
)y 8§:
COUNTY OF MARION )

- _ SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me, a Notary Public,

T 7in and for said County and State this day of April, 1982.

Notary Public
Residence:

My Commission Expires:

"Phillip B. Rarick

Deputy Attorney General -
Office of the Attomey General -
219 State House : -
Indianapolis, Indiama 46204

Telephone: (317) 232-61%5
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the

foregoing PLAINTIFF'S VERIFIED PETITION TO CLOSE ENVIRO-CHEM

CORPORATION AND ENVIRONMENTALLY SECURE SITE was depcsited in

the U.S. Mail, first class, postage prepaid, on this

day of April, 1982, addressed to:

Mr. Warren D. Krebs

PARR, RICHEY, OBREMSKEY
& MORTON

225 West Main Street

P.D. Box 566

Lebanon, Indiana 46052

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law

P.0. Box 110 ‘
Lebanon, Indiana 46052

Mr. Halbert W. Kunz

KUNZ & KUNZ )

320 N. Meridian Street

Rm. 528

Indianapolis, Indiana 45204

Phillip B. Rarick
Deputy Attorney General

o



STATE OF INDIANA ) IN THE BOONE CIRCUIT COURT
SS:
COUNTY OF BOONE ) CAUSE NO. C81131

% {
N ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD ) F g L E ﬁ
OF THE STATE OF TINDIANA, ‘ )
Plaintiff, ) .
' } MAY 7 - 1982
vs. }
)
)

ENVIRO-CHEM CORPORATION, JONATHAN W.

BANKERT and PATRICIA BANKERT, CLERK BOOME CIRCUIT COURT
Defendants. :

i

; i ’
i PHASE I OF CLOSURE PLAN

- _Comes mnow- the Court's Receiver, GARY L. WATSON, and files
— —"Phase ‘I of the Closure Plan for Enviro-Chem Corporation
-pursuant to the Court's_ordér of May 5, 1982.
Phase 1 only deals with drum removal.

I. Recyclable Solvents and Salable Material

Drums containing recyclable solvents will be processed to
the extent possible, given to company's limited resources.

Estimated drum reduction: 2,000,

Pericd: Two weeks

i ) Drums containing material directly salable to other
i l processcrs for recycling will be sold. Proper permits for
' - transfer of such material will be obtained from the State of
+ . Indiana.
Estimated drum reduction: 1,000
Period: Three weeks

IT. Material Transferred To Tank Storage

Bulk storage exists on-site for approximately 2,000 drums.
This bulk storage will be used by pumping drummed material into
that storage. Bulk storage is enviromentally preferred to drum
storage. :

Period: Four weeks .



IIIl. Remaining Drums.

All remaining drums will be disposed of pursuant to 32 IAC
4-7-1 and any cther applicable Federal or State Regulations.

It is expected that remcval of these drums, which could
invelve generators and/or the landowner, will take six months.
A drum list is attached hereto.

IV. Completed Closure Plan.

The completed cleosure plan, pursuant to the Order of the
Court, will be filed within 30 days of the date of the QOrder.

Respéctfully submitted,

Gary L. Watson, Receiver

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

f'éertify that a copy of the foregoing plsn was sent by
—Ffirst class United States mail, postage paid on the 7th day of
May, 1982 to the following individuals:

Mr. Phillip Rarick Mr. Warren Krebs

Deputy Attorney General iaﬁg,tgichey, Obremskey
Office of the Attorney General reon
: 225 W. Main Street

State of Indiana
Room 219, State House Lebanon, Sudiana 46052
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 :
Mr. Ralph C. Pickard Mr. Thomas L. Mattix
Technical Secretar Runz & Runz

: y 320 N. Meridian Street
Environmental Management Board :
of the State of Indiana Tadionasalis, Indiana 46204
1330 West Michigan Street P ’

- P.0. Box 1964 ,
Indianapelis, Indiana 46206

Mr. Roy Strong

President and Director
Enviro-Chem Corporation
865 South State Road 421
Zionsville, Indiana 46077

Gary L. Watson, Egégiver



1330 West Michigan Street

MEY 13 iQSZ I. Q. Box 1964

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
P.O. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: April 20, 1982, Inspection of the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical
Corporation '

This letter will confirm the April 20, 1982, inspection of the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation by J. Thomas Fitch,
Division of Land Pollution Contrei. At that time, Mr. Fitch met with
Bill Weddle to inspect the facility. '

Mr. Weddle related to Mr. Fitch that he and Tom Mahorn had
tested the Scot Air Packs at the facility. Mr. Mahorn is a volunteer
fireman and is knowledgeable in, these matters according to Mr. Weddle.
Mr. Weddle stated that he had not yet completed the written -testing and’
maintenance procedures for emergency and safety equipment as required by
40 CFR 265.33 and IAC 4-6-1. The water tower is still not functional,
therefore, the cooling pond is still used to supply water for the
processing stills. ' ' -

There was still contaminated water found between the concrete
curb on the east side of the south lot concrete storage pad and the.
earthen dike. This waste shall be eliminated from this area. There was
an 0il slick on the cooling pond as noted in earlier correspondence.
Some of the o0il was entering the cooling pend via a small eroded ditch
between the northpit and the cooling pond. This small ditch is to be
eradicated.’

During the week of April 12, there was an increase of 79 barrels
on-site. No records were available for the volume of wastes in bulk
storage. There was storage of barrels in standing water throughout much
of the south lot and north lot storage areas. Storage of barrels in
water will increase the amount of contaminated water and will increase
the deterioration rate of the barrels.



-

The solids and liquids processing area was under one to two foot
of water. It was also noted that there was a layer of ink wastes on top
of the water. This water must be eliminated before processing can
proceed in this area. '

. Very trﬁly YOurs,

i ey

" Ralph C. Pickard '
Technical Secretary

JIF/tr .
cc: Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA
© Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Mr. Roy Strong, ECC
My. Jim Wessel, ECC
Boone County Health Department
Boone County Circuit Court
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STATE =7~ INDIANA

INDIANAPOLIS, 46206

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD .}.33\0 West M1ch|gan Sty

_ -
g _t':‘}w“‘;.&“.'- g doodne P'.O “"BOX 1964

MaY Tz R

. v B
oA oL

Mr. Gary Watson, Attorney at Law
Box 110
Lebanon,_IN 46052

" Dear Mr. Watson:

~ Re: April 13, 1982, Inspection of the
Environmental Conservation and
Chemical.Corporation (ECC)

This letter confirms the April 13, 1982, inspection of the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation. Mr. J. Thomas
Fitch, Division of Land Pollution Control, met with Mr. William Weddle
of the Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation.

Mr. Fitch presented to Mr. Weddle an evaluation of the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation's compliance with
the Agreed Order signed with the Attorney General's Office, July 1981.
Mr. Weddle was to review this document and then present it to you for

_your review. Mr. Fitch was presented with a copy of the "Material
Identification and Location Report" completed by Jeffrey S. Northrup of
ECC. '

Messrs. Fitch and Weddle then conducted an inspection of the
storage facility. It was again noted that much of the barrel storage
areas were under two to eight inches of water. Much of the water has
been contaminated by leaking barrels of waste (i.e., oils, solvents,
pigments). Mr. Fitch was especially concerned with the contaminated
water found between the curbed concrete storage pad and the earthen dike
in the south lot area. All contaminated water should be treated and
disposed of in an environmentally safe manner. Again, Mr. Fitch was
presented with reports noting the numbering of barrels received by ECC
and those processed and readied for disposal. This document was for the
week of April 5, 1982, this report shows that there was an increase of
barrel storage during that week. The increase was 6l barrels. ‘

Mr. Weddle explained that the newly erected cooling water
tower is still inoperable. The tower may need to come down so that
repairs can be initiated. This will delay the partial/total elimination



of the existing cooling pond. Mr. Fitch noted that there was a
discoloration of grass growing on the west embankment surrounding the
facility. Mr. Fitch was told that boiler blow down was sprayed onto the
embankment causing this discoloration. Mr. Fitch was assured that this
would not happen again. '

Very truly yours,

.7 “Ralph C. Pickard "=
'~ Technical Secretary
JTF/jb /
cc: Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA, Region V
Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Boone County Health Department
Roy Strong, ECC



ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

- April 22, 1982

AT

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
P.0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: April 1, 1982, Inspections
of the Environmental Conservation
and Chemical Corporation (ECC)

On the above-referenced date, Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Division of
Land Pollution Control, met with Mr. Bill Weddle to inspect the Environmental
Conservation and Chemlcal Corporation facility. Messrs. Fitch and Weddle
reviewed progress made in achieving compliance with the Consent Decree and
conducted an inspection of the facility.

The following is an evaluation of the progress made by ECC:

Ttem 5 - The contaminated soil and sludge located in the north
pit area has not been removed for disposal. The soil and sludge has thawed
and can be removed. The waste in question was under 12-18 inches of surface
water. Before the waste can be disposed of, ECC must apply to this agency
to secure an approval for disposal. This waste was to have been disposed
of by November 1, 1981 This. agency sees no reason why it cannot be disposed’
of immediately. Thls ‘item is not in compliance.

Ttem 6B - On March 18, 1982, Messrs. Fitch and Langlotz conducted
an inventory of the barrels on-site. The barrel count was 24,000. There
are . approximately 10,000 barrels stored on the concrete storage pad and
14,000 barrels are stored off the pad. By November 1, 1981, ECC was to
have all barrels of incoming non-processed wastes stored on a curbed non-reactive
impermeable pad. This item, therefore, is not in compliance. To achieve
compliance, the barrel inventory must be reduced, rather than constructing
more. storage pads.

Ttem 11 - Mr. Weddle spoke to Mr. Fitch concerning the treatment
of contaminated surface water rum-on and rainwater. At this time, the
contaminated water is phase separated. The more contaminated water is
processed. through a thin film evaporator still. The condensate is pumped
into the cooling pond. Samples of the cooling pond water are taken and
analyzed weekly. Results of these tests are on file in the ECC laboratory.
Mr. Weddle and Tomy Clark are to speak to staff concerning the possibility
of securing a permit to spray irrigate processed water and cooling pond
water. After staff has made a decision on this matter, you will be contacted.



Mr. Gary Watson ' ' 42-3

Item 14 - Mr. Fitch was informed.that an inventery of shipments
on-site in storage has been completed. Locations of shipments on-site have
been noted on a chart in the laboratory. A notebook stating the locations
of shipments is also on hand in the lab. Mr. Weddle is to make copies of
both documents and present these to Mr. Fitch the week of April 15, 1982.
The barrels have yet to be color coded for flammability classification.
Until this has been completed, this item will not be in compliance.

Ttem 18 - The cooling tower has been erected. It is not functional
due to a leaking problem. Once the tower is functional, the ccoling pond
will not be needed to supply cooling water to the stills. Therefore, the
pond could be backfilled and secured. Mr. Weddle wishes to backfill and
secure one-half of the pond, using the other half for fire fighting and a
secondary cooling water source. Before staff can approve such a request,
soil borings of the pond bottom must be taken and evaluated. It is recommended
that Mr. Weddle meet with Ms. Karyl Schmidt, staff geclogist, to discuss
this plan. Since the cooling pond has not been secured or eliminated, this
item has not achieved compliance. '

Item 19 (b) - Aisle space was still nonexistent in barrel storage
areas other than the concrete storage pad. Until barrel ianventery is
reduced, this item will not achieve compliance.

Item 19 (h) - There are popped-top, open-lidded (bungless),
leaking and damaged barrels on-site. Since, these types of containers
exist at the facility, this item has not achieved compliance.

Also, Mr. Weddle has not yet completed a testing and maintemnance
program for emergency and safety equipment as required by 40 CFR Section 265.33.

During Mr. Fitch's inspection of the site, the following was
noted: : .

1. There was a small oil slick on the ceoling pond.' The o1l shall
be cleaned up immediately.

2. There was contaminated melted snow/rainfall throughout much of
the storage areas. There was contaminated water between the
concrete and earthern dikes in the south lot area. This water
shall be processed first, followed by the other areas. Photographs
were taken to document this problem. Once a spill or leaking
barrel of waste has contaminated on-site water, the water shall
be cleaned-up inm accordance with ECC's contingency plan.

3. It was noted that some barrels had been cleared from the west
side of the processing building. Please continue to achieve
reduction in the number .of barrels on-site. '



Mr. Gary Watson =3~

Mr. Fitch was given documents noting the number of barrels received
and processed for the weeks of March 22 and 29. He was also given documents
which noted the number of storage tanks on-site and the volume of waste in
each tank.  Such documents shall be kept on-file at the facility and copies
sent to this agency. -

Sincerely,

Pa

/" Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

:“"”:‘“‘*'wm

cc: Mr. Richard Shandross”
Mr. Phil Rarick :
Attorney General's Office
Boone County Health Deéepartment
Boone County Circuit Court
Mr. Bill Weddle, ECC
Mr. Roy Strong, ECC



INDIANAPOLIS, 45206

FHVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

P. G, Box 1964
My. Gary Watson, Attorney at Law
Bow 110

Lebanon, IN 46052
Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: Barrel Inventory Conducted
March 18, 1982, at the Environmental
Conservation and Chemical Corporation

On the above~referenced date, Yessrs. Lee Langlctz aud J. Thomas
Fitch, Division of Land Poilution Control, conducted an inventory of
non-proecessed barrels of waste stored at the EZnvirommental Conservation
and Chemical Corporation facility. HMr. Langlotz was accompanied by
Mr. Tom Mahorn, Plant Manager, and My, Fitch was accompanied by Mr. Bill
Weddle, Safety and Envirommental Manager. Messrs. Weddle and Fitch
counted the barrels north of the cooling pond and Messrs. Mahorn and
Langlotz counted those Lo the south of the cooling ponid. The total
number of non-processed barrels on-sgite was found to be 24,000. This
figure was agreed to by all parties ilnvolved.

Please ensure thal the Eovironmental Conservation and Chemical
Corporation operating record reflects this number for barrels stored at
the facility, it shall be used to determine future progress achieved at
this facility.

Very truly yours,

i,

T g

Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

T

JTF/cr y//

cc: Mr. Richard Shandroes, U.5. EPA

Mr. ©hil Rarick, Attorney General’'s Uffice
Mr. Roy StCrong, ECC

Mi-. Bill Weddie, ECC
- State Fire Marshal's Office

Boene County Health Uepartment

Northside Sanitary Landfill

Attn.: Mr. John Bankert, Sr.
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STATE = INDIANA

———————f}

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD 1330 West Michigan Strest

. P. 0. Box 1964
April 8, 1982

Mr. Gary Watson, Attorney at Law
Bissr L1 APR- 0 8 1982
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: Inspection of the Environmental
Conservation and Chemical Corporatiocn
(ECC) Conducted March 9, 1982

On March 9, 1982, Mr. J. Thomas Fitch and Ms. J. R. Ketrow,
Division of Land Pollution Control, met with Mr. Bill Weddle. The
purpose of the inspection was to determine if ECC had come into
compliance with all vioclations noted in our February 10, 1982,
correspondence. The status of the violations were as follows:

- Consent Decree Part 11

Itgm 5

The contaminated soil and sludge in the north pit area cannot be
removed at this time. The soil and sludge are frozen and lie
beneath four inches of ice. Further testing of this material is
felt to be unnecessary. The waste shall be removed as soon as
it has thawed. The approval for disposal of this waste must be
secured from the Envirommental Management Board prior to
disposal.

Item 6b

This item is still in violation since all barrels are not stored
on the concrete storage pad as required.

Item 13
At this time, shipments of waste sent off-sitel are to be tested

for EP Toxicity and flashpoint. This, along with the knowledge
of the waste received from the generator of thg\waste through
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the work product record system, should give ECC the information
they need to adequately identify the waste which they generate.
Therefore, this item is felt to be-in compliance at this time.

Ttem 14

The internal record keeping for the identification of incoming
materials and those already on-site has not yet been completed.
Therefore, this item 1s not in Compllance

Ttem 18

The cooling tower has been erected. It was not operational at
the time of the inspection. The plant manager stated that the
cooling tower should be in operation the week of March 15,

1982. Staff is reviewing the proposal made by ECC to backfill
the eastern half of the present cooling pond so that it can be
used as an auxiliary water supply. Before a decision could be
made on this matter, ECC must prove that the bottom of the
cooling pond is secure (free of sand lenses). ECC would also
need to secure approval for the dlsposal of contamlnated goil at
the bottom of the coollng pond.

Ttem 19b

Aisle space is still absent in areas of storage other than the
concrete storage pad. Mr. Weddle did state that a roadway
throughout the processing area is to be cleared. This action
would mot necessarily achieve compliance with this item, but
would improve the existing situation.

Item 19g

Daily and weekly inspections are now completed as required.

Mr. Weddle had completed inspections throughout February and the
beginning of March. As stated previously, the inventory of
wastes on-site has not vet been completed. Until this dinventory
is complete, and locations of wastes documented, this item will
“not be in compliance.

Ttem 19h

Damaged barrels of waste have not been transferred to barrels in
good condition. Therefore, this item is not in compliance,

Ttem 11

Mr. Weddle informed us that the spill material and contaminated
rainwater collected are phase separated. . The contaminated water
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may further be treated by running it through the thin film
evaporator. The collected wastes are processed through the
stills. This item will be closely monitored before a final
disposition is made.

Concerning violations of RCRA rules and regulations ncted in the
10, 1982, correspondence, the following was found:

Items 1, 2, and 3 are in compliance. These concern the
inspection of safety and emergency equipment, security devices,
and operating and structural devices.

Item 4 is in compliance. This item Concerned logging of the
above inspections in a log book.

Item 9 concerning the testing and maintenance of emergency
equipment is not yet complete. Mr. Weddle is still assimilating

information concerning the proper testing of certain emergency

equipment. Ms. Ketrow was asked to help Mr. Weddle in this task.

Item 10 concerning adequate aisle space was addressed earlier.
This is not in compliance at this time.

‘Items 11, 12, and 13 concerning the operating record are felt to

be in compliance at this time. Those items concern the
inspection of the facility since these inspections are now

complete. These items are felt to be in compliance.

Items 14, 15, 16, and 17 have to do with the improper storage of
wastes in containers. Since all containers in the facility are
not in good condition, these items are still in wviolation.

Items 18 and 19 have to do with the inspection of containers and
tanks. Since these inspections are now conducted, Lhese items

are felt to be 1n compliance.

During the week of March 15, 1982, you and Mr. Phil Rarick of

the Attorney General's Office wereto meet and discuss the above-noted
violations. You are to have completed a decument noting why ECC was in
violation of the Consent Decree, how they will achieve compliance, and
timetables for achieving compliance. You are also to submit another

document

concerning the reduction of the barrel inventory. Again, this

report will document the number of barrels on-site, a reduction strategy
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" vou would be interested in receiving reperts on the

MAR 3 1 1982

Reports on Damages Due teo Incidents
at Two Recycling Facilities

Richard Shandross
Environmental Engineer

Matthew A. Straus, Manager
Hazardous Yaste PDefinition Program

Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief

Waste Management Branch //voag?q 2. (9"7\)_7

As we discussed on March 2, 1982, Regien V has recently/seen several cases
where accidents have occurred at recycling facilities ghich are partially
unrequlated under current RCRA Subtitle C regulationg. You indicated that
damage incidents to
support upcoming chamges to the regulation. Therefore, I am forwarding to
you reports of fncidents which occurred at Enviro-Chem Corp. in Zionsville,
Indiana and at SEPOA in East Chicage, Indiana. The forwer incident more
preperly belongs within the jurisdiction of CSHA, although meterials manage-
ment in general at this facility 1s very poor; the latter incident appears
to be outside of the jurisdiction of RCRA Subtitle C reaulations due to the
exclusion of 40 CFR 261.6. FEoth facilities are of course recycling plants.

1 hope these will be of some use to you. Feel free to call me at FTS-£86-C146,
if vou have any guestions concerning the specifics of these incidents.

Enclosures

Re SHAHDRGSS:gigi:5-744‘:3/31/82;5-HH—TUB
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U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
230 South Dearborn

Chicago, Illinois 60604

ATTN: Richard Shandross

Re: 40 CFR, 265.56 (j), Contingency Plan Implementation Report

Dear Mr. Shandross:

The following is a written report of a spill incident requiring implementation
of the Contingency Plan for Environmental Conservation & Chemical Corporation
(formerly Enviro-Chem Corporation).

265.56 (j)

1. Roy M. Strong, President
865 South US 421
Zionsville, Indiana 46077

2. Environmental Conservation & Chemical Corporation
(formerly Enviro-Chem Corporation)
865 South US 421
Zionsville, Indiana 46077

3.,-7. February 26, 1982, at 5:00 p.m., a D-9 Bulldozer from the Northside
Sanitary Landfill struck and put a small gash in the front compartment
of a loaded tanker. The Spill Plan ("Dangerous") from our Contingency
Plan was immediately put into effect. The unnamed stream that flows
nearby was protected by building a dike with a grader and by digging
a pit within the diked area with a backhoe. Sand, straw and absorbant
sausages were placed around the area for further containment.

Approximately 700 gallons of liquid were spilled (see attached
Laboratory Analysis) on the ground and another 1,300 gallons were

pumped into another tanker. There were no injuries and all human and
environmental hazards were contained within an area measuring 45' x

15'. Approximately 500 gallons of the spilled liquid was pumped up
using a vacuum trailer normally used for pumping this type of liquid.
Roughly, another 200 gallons of liquid were soaked up into and recovered
with an estimated 25 cubic yards of dirt, straw and sand. All of the

2 Elcs

1] - f
charfer member ﬂ “i f' ] J H
National Association 2[0‘ of Solvent Recyclers 1 . )ﬂ f



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Richard Shandross
March 12, 1982

contaminated solid materials were placed into the ECC solidification
handling area where hazardous solids are handled on a routine basis.
The 1,800 gallons of recovered liquid were pumped into a tank normally
used for storing this type af material until processing.

If any further information is required please contact me, Bill Weddle, at
(317} 769-6153.

Sincerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION & CHEMICAL

A) i/ 7 %‘/4«» A P

William L. Weddle, Jr.,
Envirenmental, Safety & Transportation Director

WiLW:sar

Enclosure
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURK BECEIPT REOHESTED

flay Strong, Fresgident
Eaviro - Chem Corporation
B6% South Stete Road $21
Ftomevilie, Indiana 48077

8F: Ervire = Chem Zorperatics
865 S. State 2oad 421
Iionseilie, Indiane 46077
IHP0a42580%]

Dear Mr, 3trops:

Py now you sheuld have received an acknowiedgesent of our receipt of veer Fart £

sersdt applicetion materisl for the abeve-referenced hazardous waste fecility under
the Pescurcn Censervation & Fecovery Act, as awended {RCRAY persit program. You
should alse have besn aporissd of yowr condition rvelative te fnterin status.

Accordingly, this lgtter constitutes the nest step fa the formsl process leading to
fssuance or denfal of an RCRA permit. Under the suthority of 40 CFR 122.22, this is
a farmal reqguest for submittal cf Part B of your apnlication for the shove-referenced
fecility.

Enclesed 95 a copy of 40 CFR 122,28 which Vists the fteme that constitete Part B
for your facility., Your Fart U epplication sust be submitted in quadruplicate and
postearked no later than Aggust 12, 1982, Plezse send your application te the
follewtang address:

RORA BCTIVITIES

Fart B Peradt fApplication

USrPA, Regfon ¥ ’
P.0. Box A3E87

Chicage, 1T1imoils CL6903%87

kKhfle your complete applicatier i3 due no later than the abeve date, you are
ercouraged to subelt at your earifest opportunily these compenents which have besn
completad, Several isterim status documents alse are used a8 comporsrts of your
Part 7 application. Included arg such ftens 2s your weaste analysis plan, centingency
pYan, closurc planm, etc., sack of which may be subsitted te this office immediatsly,
to inftiete the processing of your Pavrt £ spplication.

Failure to fureish your compiete Part B applicetion by the above date, and to provide
ta full 21! required inforuation, f¢ grownds for teraisstien of Interis stetus
urder 4C CPR 122.22,
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Information you submit in the Part B application can be disclosed to the
public, according te the Freedom of Information Act and U,S.Envirommental
Protection Agency (USEPA) Freedem of Informatior regulations. If you wish,
however, you may assert a claim of business confidentiaiity by printing the
word "Confidential® on each page of the applicatioen which you belfeve contains
confidential business information. USEPA will review business confidentiality
claime under regulations at 40 CFR Part 2, and ¥ill later recuest substantia-
tion of any claims. Please review these rules carefully before making a claim.

We have also enclosed a copy of 4C CFR Part 264 which includes technical
standards for the operation of treatwent and storage ¥fseilities, These stand-
ards will become applicable upon issuance of a permit te your facility by USEPA,

ue will coordinate review of your oppliecation with the Indiana State Board of
Health and 1f your applicatien is acceptable, will strive for 2 simultanecus
jssuyance of Federal and State hazardous waste facility permits. It 1is possible
that during the processing of your application, the State hazardous waste pro-
gram may become authorized to issue RCRA pemifts for your type of facility. In
that case, ¢irect Federal processing will cease, and the State in 1ifeu of USEPA
will make the final determination en your application.

We are committed to conducting the RCRA permitiing process as efficiently as
possible. Cansequently 1 suggest you contact Mr. Richard Shandross, of my staff
at (312) 886-6146, as you begin preparing your application. Mr. Shandress will
be available to discuss specific needs of yowr applfieation or to meet with you
in Chicago. These efforts are intended to generate cemplete applications, with-
cut requiring any information beyend that which is necessary to wake RNCRA pemmit
decisions.

We look forward to receiving your Part 2 application.

Sincerely vours,

kar? J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief
Waste Management Branch

Enclosures: 40 CFR 122.25 .
40 CFR 264

ce: David Lamm, ISBH

bec: Part A File
Richard Shandross
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ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 10, 1982

Mr. Gary Watsom
Attorney at Law
Box 110

Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: Inspection of thé& Environmental
Conservation and Chemical Corporation (ECC)
Conducted January 25 and January 28, 1982

Since you were not able to be present during the above-referenced
inspection, it is felt that you should be informed of the results of that
inspection. This letter is written to confirm those results.

On January 25, 1982, Mr. J. T. Fitch, Division of Land Pollution
Control, met with Messrs. Bill Weddle and Tony Clark of ECC. The purpose
of this meeting was two-fold, First, Mr. Fitch wished to stress the
importance and necessity of properly identifying wastes sent off-site for
disposal. They discussed five shipments of wastes which had been sent to
the Four County Landfill for disposal. As in the past, these shipments were
manifested as being still bottom wastes. The hazardous waste manifest
identified these wastes using the EPA identification number F003. This is
the same designation used in the past to identify drum bottom wastes generated
by ECC (see January 8, 1982, correspondence). Mr. Clark was questioned as to
whether or not there was documentatlon on record at ECC which would prove that
these wastes had been properly manifested. Mr. Clark presented Mr. Fitch with
manifests from the original generators, lab analyses of these wastes, and work
product records indicating that the wastes had indeed been properly ¢deut1f1ed.
Mr Fitch explaln@d that these records must be kept on file, and that future

ecords must be kept by ECC indicating that shipments off-site have been

properly 1dent1f¢ed Mr. Fitch further stated that shipments of wastes sent
to Four County Landfill must be accompanied by both a manifest and a copy of
the lab analysis for the waste shipped. Mr. Jim Wilkens, operator of the
Four County Landfiil, was instructed not to accept any shipments which are
not accompanied by both documents.

Secondly, Mr. Fitch discussed with Messrs. Weddle and Clark violations
of the Consent Decree which ECC is currently working under. Those violations

are ths oLl

Part II

1. Item 5 - The contaminated soil and siudge has not been removed
from the north pit area. This waste was to have been disposed
of by November 1, 1981. Due to problems associated with the
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sampling and testing of the waste, this deadline was not met.
To further complicate matters, there was a disagreement as to
the definition of an ignitible waste. This was an extremely
important point because the State of Indiana will not grant

an approval to dispose an ignitible waste in a landfill. This
natter was clarified in a December 17, 1981, conversation
between Mr. Fitch and Mr., Shandross of Region V, EPA, It has
been determined that this waste is harzardous by definition, but
i5 not an ignitible waste. The problem lies in the fact that
ECC has an obligation to communicate to the Envirommental
Management Board and the Attorney General if they are not able
to meet any deadlines of the Consent Decree, Part II, Item 10,
No effort was made.

Item 6B - This item states that as of November 1, 1981, storage
of all barrels containing incoming materials for recovery shall
be on a curhed non-reactive impermeable base comsisting of
concrete, This item of the Consent Decree has not been realized.
As of January 28, 1982, there were over 17,000 barrels of
recoverable materials not stored on the above-mentioned pad.

Ttem 13 - This item states that ECC shall provide the
Environmental Management Board with a written report of its
procedure for testing all incoming materials and the methods
utilized by ECC to ensure that all materials are correctly
identified for adequate handling, storage and disposal. This
was to be completed by August 1, 1981. The report was submitted
and reviewed by staff, If followed, the plan would have been
adequate. It was not followed. This is apparent in that wastes
shipped off-site {drum bottoms) were designated on the manifests
as being still bottoms when they had never been processed.
Teeting nf EP toxicity for ink and paint wastes was not addressed.
menos wers misrepressnted.

ihese ship
ITtem 14 - This item states that a procedure for internal record-
keeping for identification of all incoming materials and for
locating all materials in storage will be provided by Envirc-Chem
o wha Zavivcosmontzl Manssement 2sard on oy before August 1, 1981
Again, the problem lies not in that the plan is inadequate, but
that it was not followed. Waste shipments were recorded in a log.
The log showed the location of shipments received and combusti-
bility classifications. The barrels were never color coded as
outlined in the plan submitted, and when barrels were moved for
the "Open House' last fall, the new locatlons were never recorded,
Also, since there are no deflnlte aisleways in many storage areas,
it is difficult to determine where one shipment begins and ends.

As in Item 13, the problem does not lie in the plan, but in the
implementation of the plan.




Item 18 - This item states that ECC will secure all sides of the
cooling pond to prevent any leaching or discharge from the pond
by September 1, 1981, It was found that the cooling pond could
not be secured to adeguately ensure compliance with this item.
It was agreed that a cooling tower would be erected and the
cooling pond drained. A plan was submitted which stated that
the cooling tower would be erected and functional by December 1,
1981. This goal was not realized, You submitted a revised goal
of December 31, 1981, It is now February 5, 1982, and the
cooling tower is yet to be erected.

Ttem 19 (b) - This item states that ECC should establish
adequate aisle space to comply with 40 CFR 265,35. There is
aisle space on the concrete storage pad but no where else.
There are over 17,000 barrels stored off of this pad.

Item 19 (g) - This item states that an operating record will

be kept by ECC so as to comply with 40 CFR 265,73, This item
has not been realized. Daily and weekly inspections are not

conducted as reguired for an cperating log. The location of

all wastes in storage are not adequately recorded, etc.

Ttem 19 (h) - This item states that all hazardous wastes shall

be transferred from containers which are not in good condition

or manage the waste in some other way that complies with the
requirements of 40 CFR 265.173 and 40 CFR 265,171, On January 28
1982, Mr. Fitch concluded that there were over 200 barrels on-
site which were not in good cendiltiom,

Item 11 - This item states that any and all contaminated processed
waste water, contaminated cooling water, rainwater collected
within the diked and curbed areas, and any other contaminated
water existing on-site will henceforward be disposed of at a
facility that can provide adequate treatment or in a manner
consistent with app11cable standards of the Environmental
Management Board and any of 1ts designated agencies or boards.
ECC shall submit to the Environmental Management Board applicationms
for construction and UPeraLJ.U.I.I for a b.nu;.ugl(la.g. wasts water
reatment and/or spray irrigation facility for its contaminated
cooling water, rainwater, collected within diked and curbed areas
and/or any other contaminated water.

Mr. Fitch has been informed on many occasions that contaminated
rainwater/casual water is i'phase separated" and the water 1is

pumped into the non-secure cooling pond. It is his understanding
that the oil/solvent is reclaimed. He is of the opinion that no
testing is conducted to determine the effectiveness of this process,
Also, the Environmental Management Board has not received a
detalled explanatlon of the process so that it can be determined

if the process is consistent with its applicable standards.
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It is quite apparent that the Consent Decree has not achieved its
goals of upgrading the operation and management of ECC. You shall submit
a detailed explanation outlining why each of the above-mentioned items were/
are not in compliance, Furthermore, this document shall detail steps that
shall be initiated to achieve compliance, and a timetable for compliance.
This shail be submitted to the Environmental Management Board, Attorney
General, and the Boone County Circuit Court. 1In addition to this requirement,
you shall explain your program to staff members of the Environmental
Management Board and Attorney General. A meeting shall be set for the week
of February 22, 198Z.

Mr. Fitch has informed me that the bairsl inventury has not been
reduced as projected. In fact, the inventory has increased to over 26,000
barrels. In addition to the above report, you shall submit by February 22,
1982, a detailed plan for the reduction of the barrel inventory. This plan
shall include a specific timetable with reduction goals noted. Again, this
plan shall be presented to staff of the Environmental Management Board and
Attorney General during the week of February 22, 1982,

On January 26, 1982, Mr. Fitch and Mr. Bill Weddle reviewed the
progress which had been made in achieving compliance with violations noted
during the November RCRA Interim Status Inspection., The following observations
were made;

i. 40 CFR 265.15(0H) Owner or operator inspections do not
include the inspection of safety and
emergency equipment,

2. 40 CFR 265.15(bh) - Owner or operator inspections do not
include the inspection of security devices,

3. 40 CFR 265.15(Db) Owner or operator inspections do not
inciude the inspection of operating and
structural devices.

These violations have not yet come into compliance.

The reason that these violations are not in compliance is that the
inspection program has not been conducted on a regular basis. Mr. Weddle has
developed an inspection program, but inspections were only conducted during
three weeks of December 1981 and none during January of 1982. To fully comply
with these requirements, inspections must be conducted as scheduled.

4, 40 CPFR 265.15(d) Owner or operator does not record
inspections in an inspection log.

This item is still in violation because the inspections were not
conducted as scheduled and therefore not recorded as required.
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5. 40 CFR 265.15(d) (3} Personnel training records do not include
a description of personnel training.

This violation is felt to bhe in compliance at this time. Mr. Weddle
has instituted a personnel training program for new personnel. An indoctri-
nation program is conducted with a testing prc ~-n afterwards, Monthly
"safety meetings' are to be conducted for continuing education of personnel.
This will be monitored periodically for compliance.

6. 40 CFR 265.16(d) (4) Personnel training records do not include
records of personnel training.

This item is felt to be in compliance at this time. Personnel
attending indoctrination programs or continuing education classes are required
to complete a test. They must sign these tests before they begin.

7. 40 CFR 265.17(a) "No Smoking'' signs are nct on premises
“where required.

This item is in full compliance.

8. 40 CFR 265,31 There is evidence of fire, explosion, or
release of hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituents on premises which could
threaten human health or the environment.

This violation is felt to be in compliance at this time. No major
spills were noted during the inspection of the facility January 27 and 28, 1982,

9. 40 CFR 265,33 Owner or operator has not established
testing and maintenance procedures fox
emergency equipment.

It is felt that this violation is not in compliance. An inspection
program has been developed for these items, but a detailed testing and
maintenance program has not yet been developed.

10, 40

oy

FR 255 75 Thers is not adequate aisle space for the
unobstructed movement of personnel and
emergency equipment.

This violation was addressed earlier in the discussion of Consent
Decree violations. It is not in compliance,

11. 490 CFR 265.73(a) A written operating record is not maintained
as required.

12, 40 CFR 265.753(b) (3) Records and results of all waste analyses,
trial tests, monitoring data, and operator
inspections are not found in the operating
record,



13, 40 CFR 265.73(b) (5) The operating record does not include
facility inspections.

Again, these violations have been previously addressed in the
discussion of Consent Decree viclations. They are not in compliance.

14, 40 CFR 265.171 Containers are not in good conditiom.
15. 40 CFR 265.172 Containers are not compatible with waste
in them,

16. 40 CFR 265,173{a) Containers are not stored closed.
17. 40 CFR 265.173(b) ‘Containers are not properly managed

to prevent leaks.

These violations are not in compliance. During the barrel inventory
conducted January 27 and 28, 1982, Mr. Fitch found the following:

1. Bungless and open top containers - 24
2. Leaking containers or those that had leaked - 94
3. Popped top containers - 54
4, Damaged or corroded containers - 53
18, 40 CFR 265,174 Containers are not inspected weekly for

leaks and deterioration.

Again, this has been previously addressed.
19, 40 CFR 765,104 Required daily and weekly inspections are
not conducted,

This violation was previously addressed.

As Receiver for ECC you were delegated the responsibility to see that
the facility complied with the Consent Decree and the Regulations of RCRA
relating to the Consent Decree. It is your responsibility to see that this
Corporation is properly managed.

Very‘truly yoyrs

V}IM/‘& M'@Vt/..“_——m

gﬁfoalph C. Pickard

JTFitch/mjh } Technical Secretary
cc: Hon. Linley Pearson, Attorney General

Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General

Mr, Roy Strong, ECC

Mr, Bill Wedcle, ECC

Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA

Mr. Arnold Leder, U.S. EPA

Boone County Health Department

Boone County Circuit Court
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Enviro-Chem Corporation
865 Houte 4&1
Zionsville, Indiana 46077

Attention: Hr. Roy Strong
Dear Hr. Strong:

Between 7 January 1531 and 13 February 1981 your company received a total

of seventy-nine drums of hazardous waste from the Naval Heapons Sunport
Center, Frane3 Indiana for treatment and disposal via our chemical disposal
contractor, Broco, Inc. Although Crane received signed manifests indicating
that your company accepted the waste for disposal, as its generator we are
extramely interasted in determining its current disposition.

1t has been brought fo gur attention that s
wation from you by Broco, Inc., have gona un
about the status of this waste since it has

conpany received the first shipment.

£ \sl
7

or

=..., -..m&«-_-_—_
i3 R R

o ki S =
nswered. Ye ara very coacarned
aen over a year since yﬁur

~
-t

G,

heY

If 1t is currently in storage, we would appreci tion of the

ia
storage cenditions and a schedule and plan for th

leserip
ispo ai of tne waste,
-We would alse tike a formal notification of its ulitimate disposal, providing
a description of how each waste siream was treated or disposed.

Al éorreﬁp&p lence regarding this subject should bae aadre,,u& to Cowwanexag
Officer, Naval deapons Support Center {Code 092V}, Crane, Indfana 47522.

Sincerely yours, +

Blind copy te:
ROICC

Broco, Inc.

EPA Region V<—




1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 1964

JAN 12 1982

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
Box 110

Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr, Watson:

Re: Disposal of Contaminated Sludge
and Contaminated Soil in the
North Pit Area
Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation

This letter is written to clarify an existing argument
concerning the proper disposal of contaminated sludge and soil iIn the
North Pit Area. As required by Part 2, Item 5, of the Consent Decree,
the Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation is required to
dispose of the above-referenced material.

FEight samples of this material were taken on October 6, 1981,
by Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Division of Land Pollution Control. The
material was heated in the Indiana State Board of Health laboratories,
and was found to emit vapors which were ignitable. There was some
confusion as to whether this material could be classified as hazardous
due to the characteristic of ignitability, 40 CFR 261,22. This is
because the material is solid. It was agreed that the material is
hazardous by definition because it has been contaminated by listed
hazardous wastes, and it is a result of storage of hazardous waste
Section 261.3 A2(ii) and 261.3 BZ, respectively.

In a December 17, 1981, telephone conversation between
Mr. Fitch and Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA, it was concluded that
" this waste is not an ignitable hazardeus waste, but is a hazardous waste
by definition.



With this question clarified, it is now felt that there is no
reason why the material camnot be disposed of in an environmentally safe
manner. Therefore, a plan for the disposal of this waste shall be
submitted immediately to the Environmental Management Board. '

Very truly yuﬁ;s,

#Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

TFitch/bo -
cc: Richard Shandross, U.3. EPA
Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Mr, Jim Wessel
Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation '
Mr. Roy Strong
Environmental Conservation and
- Chemical Corporation -
Mr. Bill Weddle
Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation
Boone County Health Department




ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD
1330 West Michigan Street

P, Q. Box 1964

January 8, 1982

Mr. Gary L. Watson
Attorney at Law
Box 110

Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: December 31, 1981, Inspection'
of the Environmental Conservation
and Chemical Corporation (ECC)

On December 31, 1981, Messrs. J. Thomas Fitch and Lee langlotz,
Division of Land Pollution Control, conducted an inspection of the above-
referenced facility. They met with Mr. Bill Weddle, Environmental and
Safety Manager for Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation.

They first met to discuss progress made in achieving compliance
with RCRA regulations and the Agreed Order. Again, Mr. Weddle was informed
that all items noted as being out of compliance in the December 10, 1881,
letter to you, must be complied with in 30 days. The date set for full
compliance is January 13, 1982. This was discussed earlier with Mr. Jim
Wessel, General Manager, after the inspection was completed and again with
Mr. Weddle during an earlier meeting in December. Mr, Weddle asked what
items were of greatest importance., He was informed that priority items
are those directly involving the operation of the facility, but that all
items are important. Mr., Weddle also asked how the contaminated sludge and
s0il in the '"morth pit" area should be manifested for disposal. This soil
should be tested for its organic constituents, unless there is adequate
knowledge as to the types of contaminants it contains. The sampling and
test methods used should be recognized by the Environmental Protection
Agency. This will allow the disposal facility to have adequate knowledge
of the waste prior to disposal,

Mr. Weddle informed Messrs. Fitch and Langlotz that the barrel
inventory would be reduced 4,000 barrels by January 16, 1982, This is to
be accomplished by increasing processing and handling incoming wastes in
bulk. '

Mr. Weddie was informed that the approval to dispose of drum
bottoms and still bottoms at the Four County Landfill may be revoked.
This will be done if the manifests used during transportation do not
properly identify the wastes generated at Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation. The waste 1S now manifested as being still bottoms,
but are drum bottoms. This will not be tolerated any longer. The wastes
should be tested to determine the characteristics of the wastes. Sampling
and testing methods used should be recognized by the Environmental Protection
Agency.



Mr, Gary Watson

During the inspection of the facility it was noted that there
are no barrels of wastes stored off-site, Also, there is improved
access to barrels located near the north boundary of the facility.

“Ralph €. Pickard
. Technical Secretary

JTFitch/mjh
ce:  Mr., Bill Weddle, ECC
Mr. Roy Strong, ECC
Boone County Health Department
Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General

Mr. Richard Shandross, EPA+
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INDIANAPOLIS, 46206

1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 1964

December 31, 1981

Mr, Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
Box 110 '
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: ©December 15, 15931 Inspecti
. and Chemical Corporation

This letter is written to confirm the December 15, 1981, inspection
of the Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation. Mr. J. Thomas
Fitch, Division of Land Pollution Control, met with Mr. Bill Weddle, Environ-
mental and Safety Manager, to inspect the barrel storage facility, and to
address problems associated with this facility.

During the inspection of the facility, Mr. Fitch discussed the
following:

1. Reduction of barrel inventory.

2. 'Installation of cooling towers to replace the existant
cooling pond.

3. Disposal of contaminated soil located in the "North pit area."

4. Elimination of leaking, openlidded, popped top, bungless, and
corroded barrels. -

5. Compliance with RCRA Rules and Regulations.

Mr. Fitch noted that all spills found during previous inspections
had been eliminated. Also there has been some reduction in the number of
bungless and open topped drums. There were trailers storing non-processed
wastes stored outside the secure facility, Mr. Fitch was informed that this
problem would be eliminated immediately. :
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Mr. Weddle was instructed to review correspondence between the
Environmental Management Board and you soc that he could familiarize himself
with problems associated with the facility.

Very truly yours,

E

#
F8,

A

FRalph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

TFitch/tal
cc:  Phil Rarick
Richard Shandross+"
Boone County Health Department
Roy Strong
Jim Wessel
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1330 West Michigan Street
P. O, Box 1964

Mr. Gary Watson DEC 2 3 s
Attorney at Law

Box 110

Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: December 8, 1981, Inspection at the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical
Corporation

On December &, 1981, Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Division of Land
Pollution Control, conducted an inspection of the Envircnmental
Conservation and Chemical Corporation. After the inspection, Mr. Fitch
met with Mr. Jim Wessel, General Manager, to discuss the following items
noted during the inspection:

1. . Semi-trailers are storing non-processed wastes off-site in the
- parking lot adjacent to the secure facility. There were ten
trailers noted. Mr. Wessel stated that this problem would be
abated by December 22, 1981.

2. Damaged and deteriorated barrels noted during previous
inspections have not yet been processed. Mr. Wessel stated that
these barrels would be processed by December 22, 1981.

3. Standing water contaminated by spilled or leaking wastes were
found north of the coocling pond on the eastern boundary to the
facility, onm the north boundary of the facility, and on the east
side of the concrete storage pad. Mr. Wessel agreed to have the
material cleaned up immediately.

4, Barrels which are used in the bulk storage program were not
lidded. All barrels storing hazardous waste shall be sealed
uniess the barrel is being used for processing. HMr. Wessel
agreed to have these barrels sealed immediately.

Other items discussed include the following:

1. The identification of wastes generated by ECC and sent to the
Four-County Landfill for disposal.



2. Submittal of a drum inventory reduction plan by the Receiver to
the Environmental Management Board and the Attorney General's
Office.

3. Submittal of plans detailing progress being made in the disposal
of the contaminated soil in the '"merth pit" and securing cof the
cooling pond and erection of cooling towers. These plans should
be submitted by the Receivey to the Envirommental Management
Board and the Attorney General's Office.

4. Compliance with RCRA rules and regulations within 30 days after
receipt of letter detailing the deficiencies noted. Also, a
letter will be sent to the Environmental Management Board
detailing actions initiated to achieve compliance.

Sincerely,
! f%&

Jf‘ Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

cc: Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA~"
Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Baoone County Health Department
Mr. Roy Strong
Mr. Jim Wessel
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P. 0. Box 1964
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BEC 10 198

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
Box 110

Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: November 30, 1981, Meeting With
Messrs. Strong, Wessel, and Watson

This letter will confirm the November 30, 1981, meeting
Messrs. J. Thomas Fitch and Lee Langlotz conducted with Messrs. Roy
Strong, Jim Wessel, and you. The purposes of the meeting were: to
discuss the results of an EPA Interim Status Inspection of the
Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation (ECC) facility;
compliance with the Consent Decree signed between ECC and the
Environmental Management Board; and reduction of barrel inventory at the
facility. )

During the month of November Mr. Fitch conducted a RCRA Interim
Status Inspection of the Environmental Conservation and Chemical
Corporation facility. The results are as follows:

40 CFR 265.15(b) Owner or operator inspections do not
include the ingpéction of safety and
emergency equipment.

40 CFR 265.15(b) Owner or operator inspections do not
include security devices.

40 CFR 265.15(b) Owner or operator inspections do not
include the inspection of operating and
structural devices.

40 CFR 265.15(d) Owner or operator does not record
inspections in an inspection log.

40 CFR 265.16(d)(3) Personnel training records do not
include a description of personnel
training.

40 CFR 265.16(d) (4) Personnel training records do not

include records of personnel training.
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17{(a)

31

33

35

73(a)

.73(b)(3)

73(b) (5)

171

172

173(a)

173(h)

174

194

"Wo Smoking" signs are not on premises
where required. -

There is evidence of fire, explosion,
or release of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents on
premises which could threaten human
health or the environment. -

Owner or operator has not established
testing and maintenance procedures for
emergency equipment. B

There is not adequate aisle space for
the unobstructed movement of personnel
and emergency equipment.

A written operating record is not
maintained as required.

Records and results of all waste
analyses, trial tests, monitoring data,
and operator inspections not in

operating record.

The operating record does not include
facility inspections.

Containers are not in good condition.

Containers are not compatible with
waste in them.

Containers are not stored closed.

Containers are not properly managed to
prevent leaks.

Containers are not inspected weekly for
leaks and deterioration.

Required daily and weekly inspections
are not complied with.

In review of Consent Decree deadlines, it was determined that
all deadlines have been met with the following exceptions:

1. Cooling pond secured by September I, 1981.

2. Removal of sludge and contaminated soil by November 1, 1981.

Information concerning the status of these two projects shall be
submitted to the Attorney General's Office and the Envirommental
Management Board.
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Concerning the reduction of barrels on-site, Mr. Strong was
informed that a Barrel Reduction Plan including a reduction strategy
should be submitted to the Attorney General's Office and the
Environmental Management Board.

Sincerely,
i

o

j«tﬁa‘lph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

O L

JTF/ds pj
cc: Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S5. EPA
Mr. Phil Rarick
Mr. Roy Strong
Mr. Jim Wessel
Boone County Health Department
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INDIANAPOLIS, 46206

" 1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 1964

DEC g 7 148

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney At Law

Box 110 :
Lebanon, Indiana 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: Inventory of Barrel Storage Areas

: November 24 and December 1, 1981 at
the Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporation (ECC)

On November 24, 1981, Mr. J. Thomas Fitch; Division of Land
Pollution Control, conducted an inventory of the non-processed barrels
of waste located at the Environment Conservation and Chemical Corporation
(ECC). Mr. Fitch was assisted during this inventory by Mr. John Grimm and
Mr, Tony Clark of ECC. The breakdown of the inventory is as follows:

I. Barrels 1ocated on the concrete storage pad 9,565
I1. Barrels located between the concrete storage pad

and the cooling pond 3,876
III. Barrels located in trailers off-site 564
Iv. Barrels located north and west of the processing

huilding ‘ ' 2,840
V. Barrels located eést of the processing building 6,326
VI. Total number of barrels ' 23,171

On December 1, 1981, Mr. Thomas fitch and Mr. Lee Langlotz,
Division of Land Pollutien Control, conducted an inventory of the number of
leaking, former lesking, popped top, corroded/damaged, and open top/bungless
barrels on-site and on trailers off-site. The inventory was divided between
those barrels located on the concrete storage pad, and those in all other
storage areas. The inventory wds as follows:



Mr. Gary Watson -2~

I. Barrels located on the concrete storage pad:

1. Leaking barrels of waste 14
2. Former leaking barrels of waste 29
3. Popped top barrels of waste 9
4. C(Corroded/damaged barrels of waste 22
5. Bungless/open topped barrels of waste 5
6. Total 79

II. Barrels located in other storage areas:

1., Leaking barrels of waste 20
2. TFormer leaking barrels of waste 10
3. Popped top barrels of waste 31
4. Corroded/damaged barrels of waste 48
5. Bungless/open top barrels of waste 35
6.

Total 144

_ Mr. Roy Strong was informed that a barrel reduction strategy.

with reduction schedule should be submitted to the Indiana Attorney's Office
and the Environmental Management Board. This should be submitted by you, as
Receiver for the Environmental Conservation and Chemical Corporation.

Very truly yours,

fﬁ§d1ph-c. Pickard
" Technical Secretary

TFitch/tal

¢cc:  Roy Strorig
Jim Wessel
Richard Shandross
Arnold Leder
Boone County Health Department
Phil Rarick

-



Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney-at-Law
P.0. Box 110

Lebanon,

Dear Mr. Watson:

IN 46052

BEC o IR ETY

Re: Enviro-Chem Corporation
Inspection November 17, 1981

This letter confirms the November 17, 1981 inspection of

the Enviro-Chem Corporation by Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Division of Land
Pollution Control. Mr. Fitch inspected the barrel storage facility and
discussed RCRA requirements with Mr. Jim Wessel, General Manager.

Mr., Fitch noted the follewing:

The barrel inventory on-site is still in excess of 15,000
drums. The inventory planned for the week of November 16,
1981, shall be completed by November 25, 1981.

The contaminated surface drainage water is being pumped
into the cooling pond for storage after the solvent/oll

phase 1s removed.

The contaminated soil in the '"north pit" was under water.
This makes it extremely difficult to work with this waste.

A concrete pad has been completed in the processing area
for the staging of incoming wastes.

The deteriorated barrels stored on the new concrete storage

».d had not been removed. They shall be removed by

November 20, 1981.

There is no testing or maintenance procedure for emergency
equipment as required by 40 CFR Section 265.33. Compliance
with this requirement shall be achieved by December 12, 1981.

if there are any guestions concerning this matter, please contact

Mr. Tom Fitch at AC 317/633-0215.

Very truly yiﬁrs,

TFitch/tal

cc: Phil Rarick ; o
Richard Shandross fRa{ph C. Plckard
Roy Strong # Technical Secretary

Jim Wessel
Boone County Health Department



ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD
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1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 19864

November 13, 1981

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
Box 110

Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr, Watson:

Re: November 6, 1581, Inspection
of the Enviro-Chem Corporation

This letter is written to confirm the inspection of the Enviro-Chem
Corporation on November 6, 1981, by Mr. J. Thomas Fitch of the Division of
Land Pollution Control. Mr. Fiteh reviewed sampling and testing procedures

of incoming loads with Mr. Art Spinner, Chemist for the Enviro-Chem Corporation.

Mr. Spinner was informed that to adequately characterize the waste generated

by the Enviro-Chem Corporation, additional tests may be required for incoming
wastes. This applies to wastes that are hazardous due to characteristics other
than ignitibility (i.e., naints, inks).

Mr. Fitcl. 2lso reviewed personnel records of those engaged in the
handling of hazardois wastes including management personnel. These records
were found to be ina.equate for the purpose:s of the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRAJ. Personnel records shouid address all points addressed in
section 265.16 of 40 CFR, May 19, 1980. These personnel records will be
upgraded to include all items required by RCRA by November 27, 1981. Operator
inspections were aiso reviewed and were found to not include all items
addressed in Section 265.15 of 40 CFR, May 19, 1980. Operator jnspections will
be upgraded te include all items required by RCRA by November 27, 1981.

An inspection of the storage facilities revealed that damaged and
deteriorated barrels noted in the last letter are ctill in storage. AS Was
noted, the barrels stored on the concrete pad will be removed and processed by
November 20, 198L. Barrels located in the northwest cornmer of the processing
yard will be removed and processed by November 27, 1981.

An inventory of barrels of waste will be made by Mr. Fitch during
the week of November 16, 1981. This will be conducted to gain an accurate
count of the number of barrels in storage.

o AR S Ey B




2.

It was found that non-processed barrels of waste were again being
stored in trailers outside the secure facility. The earthen dike has been
constructed as required. These barrels will be removed from those trailers
and placed in the secure facility for storage. This shall be accomplished
by December 4, 1981, After this date, storage of non-processed wastes
outside the secure facility shall be prohibited.

Sincerely,

/ Ralph C. pPickard
Technical Secretary

TFitch/mjh

cc: Mr, Richard Shandross, U.S, EPA .
Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Mr. Roy Strong, ‘Enviro-Chem Corporation
Mr. Jim Wessel, Enviro-Chem Corporation
Boone County Health Department
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STATE <7 INDIANA

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

£330 West Michigan Street
P. (. Box 1964
November 9, 1981

Mr, Gary Watson
Attorney at Law

P. 0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: October 27 and 30, 1981
Inspection of the
Envirc-Chem Corporation

On Octcber 27 and 30, 1981, the Fnviro-Chem Corporation facilities
were inspected. On October 27, 1981, Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Division of Land
Poliution Control, randomly inspected the Work Product Records of Enviro-
Chem Corporation clients. This was to confirm that waste analyses had been
received from the generators or adequate testing has been performed by the
Enviro-Chem Corporaticn laboratory prior to acceptance at the facility.

On October 30 Mr, Lee Langlotz and Mr. Fitch, Division of Land
Pollution Contrcl, inspected the Enviro-Chem Corporation facilities with
Mr. John Grimm. They also held a meeting with Mr. Roy Strong and Mr. Jim
Wessel., The following items were noted during the inspection:

1. The contaminated soil located near the cooling pond will not
be disposed of by November 1, 198l. The reason is that the
s0il has been found to be contaminated with hazardous wastes
which cause it to have the characteristic of ignitibility.
Because the waste has been contaminated with listed hazardous
wastes stored at the site or from spills of these wastes the
soil is hazardous by definition. If the scil is to be treated,
it must be in accordance with treatment indicated on the RCRA
Form 3. This soil might possibly be processed to reclaim the
wastes, with the soil being disposed of in an approved landfill.

2. The cooling tower to be erected to provide cooling water for
processing will be erected by December 1, 1981. The tower
is to be erected on the east side of the processing building.

3. During the inspection of the facility barrels were found to
be stored in semi trailers outside the secure facility. An
earthen dike one foot in height was to be erected before the
end of the day,



Mr. Gary Watson

4, Damaged and deteriorated barrels found at the northwest
corner of the processing area will be disposed of by
November 20, 1981.

Singerely,

Mzﬁ@_

alph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

JTF/mjh

cc: Mr. Phil Rarick
Mr, Richard Shandross, US EPA
Mr. Roy Strong
Mr, Jim Wessel
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INDIANAPOLIS, 46206

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

NOV o 2 1841

Mr., Gary Watson
Attorney at Law

P. 0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr, Watson:

Re: Qctober 21 and 23, 1981, Inspections
of Enviro-Chem Corporation

On October 21 and 23, 1981, Mr, J, Thomas Fitch, Land Polliution
Control Division, inspected the Enviro-Chem Corporation's barrel storage
facilities and production areas. The following items were noted:

1. There are trailers stored outside of the barrel storage
facility which hold drums of non-processed wastes. The
trailers are stored near the unnamed drainage ditch west
of the Enviro-Chem Corporation property. These trailers
will be emptied of drums by October 30, 1981, or a earthen
dike will be built between the trailers and the ditch.

2. Many of the barrels which have been placed on the new concrete
storage pad are in poor condition. These drums are corroded,
leaking, unlidded or without bungs. These drums have been
placed on a single level so that they will be processed first.
These drums shall be processed by November 14, 1981.

3. The storage facility which is located outside the secure
facility has been changed. During the Enviro-Chem Corporation
open house many of the barrels were removed. When the barrels
were again placed in this facility, the absorbent pillows were
improperly placed and the earthen dike lowered. The pillows
shall be placed on the interior of the dike at its base. The
dike will be again built to a height of one foot.

4. The contaminated soil located in the north pit was tested by
the Indiana State Board of Health laboratories. ' It was found
that when the soil is heated it exhibited the hazardous waste
characteristic of ignitibility. There are no results available
for the Extracticn Procedure for Heavy Metals. Because the soil
is a solid waste and has been contaminated by hazardous wastes
from spills and leaking barrels, it 1is considered a hazardous
waste as defined in 40 CFR 261.3, Therefore, it must be
disposed of at an approved hazardous waste site.
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5. It was noted that there were two spills in the northwest
processing area. These spills were not being cleaned up.
Workers shall be instructed that all spills shall be cleaned
up immediately. Compliance with this recommendation shall
be reviewed during future inspections of the Enviro-Chem
Corporation facilities.

Mr. Wessel was also informed that the EPA designations used for
the wastes generated by Enviro-Chem Corporation are incorrect. Drum bottoms,
not still bottoms, are generated as wastes at Enviro-Chem Corporation. There-
fore, it shall be determined what appropriate designation(s) will be used to
define the waste generated at Enviro-Chem Corporation, so that Enviro-Chem
Corporation will no longer be in violation of Section 262.11 of RCRA.

Very truly yog?s,

o e e AR R
4 s et

Jéﬁlph C. Pickard

" Technical Secretary

JTFitch/mjh

cc: Mr, Phil Rarick
Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA™"
Mr. Roy Strong
Mr., Jim Wessel



ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

P 3

INDIANAPOLIS 46206

1330 West Michigan Street
(317) 6334420

OCT 27 1581

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
P.0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: Inspections of Enviro-Chem Corporation
Qctober 14 and 16, 1981

This letter will confirm the October 14th and 16th inspections
of the Enviro-Chem Corporation. On October l4th, Mr. J. T. Fitch of the
Land Pollution Control Division inspected the barrel storage facility.
At that time, an additional concrete slab had been poured. Barrels were
being redistributed to the morth processing area to help facilitate an
additional concrete pour anticipated the next day. The barrels were
being loaded onto flat bed trailers for transportation. Barrels that
were found to be leaking, corroded, without bungs or lids are to be
processed first, with other barrels being placed upon the concrete pads
for storage. At the time of the inspection, the 'defective' containers
were stored on the concrete pad. They are stored on a single level to
differentiate those in good or poor condition. These barrels should be
processed immediately to reduce the numbers of defective barrels on-site.

On October 16th. Mr. Fitch and Mr. Lee Langlotz inspected the
barrel storage area. It was found that the additional concrete pour had
taken place as scheduled. There is now only one additional pour to be
made to complete this project. The dried barrel storage area outside the
secure facility was being removed. The barrels in this area were being
readied for processing. Any contaminated soil in this storage area must
be removed and disposed of in a proper manner.

Very truly yours,

A

#Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

TFitch/tal

cc:  Steve Zlatos
Richard Shandross‘/fi
Roy Strong

Jim Wessel
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Production Report that will be compieted on a weekly basis, This report
will include the number of barrels on-site, as well as other pertinent
information., 1t was recommended that copies of these reports be sent to
the Environmental Management Board., Mr. Wessel has agreed to have this
done.

Sincgrely,
.
ja _
LU

o
lalph €. Pickard

Technical Secretary

T ndgner s e

TF/cm
cc: Mr. Roy Strong
Mr. Jim Wessel
Mr. Phil Rarick
Mr. Richerd Shandross <~
Bcone County Health Department
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INDIANA _

OCT 19 1941

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law

P. 0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

INIYIANAPOLIS, 46206

— ,“l e £
."' ki -4 j e
\ Y - T
o {:@ 4 1330 West Michigan Street
1y 4 F ., P, 0. Box 1964

Re: September 29 and October&,
inspections of the Envirg-Chem
Corporation .

This letter confirms the September 29 and October 2, 1981
inspections of the Enviro-Chem Corporation by Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Division
of Land Pollution Control. On September 29, 1981, an inspection of the
barrel storage areas resulted in the following observations:

1.

Barrels of waste which had been stored cutside the secure
facility had not been diked as required,
~This item was completed October 1, 1981,

Mr, Fitch was not able to inspect all inlet valves leading
to the underground storage tank referenced in the Consent
Decree,

~-This item was completed October 2, 1981,

Mr. Fitch was not able to sample the contaminated soil
located at the old barrel storage area.

~This has not been resolved.

This soil cannot be approved for disposal until it has
been tested,

Mr. Fitch requested that a timetable for the reduction
of the barrel inventory be completed.
-This has been completed.

Mr. Fitch requested that a count of barrels on-site be
completed.
-This has been completed.

On October 2, 1981, Mr. Fitch conducted an inventory of barrels
on-site. At that time, it was estimated that there were in excess of
20,000 barrels. The Enviro-Chem Corporation feels that there were
approximately 16,300 barrels on-site,

Mr. dim Wessel, General Manager, presented to Mr. Fitch a



il 3

STATE ///II:I;)IANA

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

e

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at lLaw
P. 0. Box 110

Lebanon, IN L6052 ocT 2 o 188l
Dear Mr, Watson: "'&b
oy,

Re: October 6, 1981 inspection
of Enviro~Chem Corporation

This letter is written to confirm the Qctober 6, 1981 inspection
of the Enviro-Chem Corporation., This inspection was conducted by Mr. J
Thomas Fitch, Division of Land Pollution Control., Mr. Fitch discussed
with Mr, Finton the progress in complying with requests made the week
before.

Mr, Fitch sampled the contaminated soil located in the old
North barrel storage area. Eight soil samples were taken from three
different locations. The samples were extracted from various depths to
30 inches below the surface. These samples will be analyzed for Volatile
Organics and Extractable metals including: Arsenic, Barium, Chromiun,
Cadmium, Lead, and Mercury. The analysis of the samples will aid in the
determination of a suitable disposal site for this soil.

Mr., John Grimm and Mr. Fitch inspected barrels stored outside
the secure facility, on the concrete pad, and barrels located 170 feet
North of the concrete pad. They inspected these areas to determine the
number of leaking, popped top, corroded, and unlidded barrels in these
areas. Those barrels listed in the above categories shall be removed
from storage and pumped of waste material., Mr. John Grimm hopes to
have the second concrete pour completed by October 9, 1981, and the last
pour being completed some time during the week of October 12, 1981,

Sincerely,

;L'-'_
A
ffﬁdfph €. Pickard

Technical Secretary

P

TF/cm
cc: Mr. Roy Strong
‘Mr, Jim Wessel
Mr. Phil Rarick
Mr. Richard Shandross =~
Boone County Health Department
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with timetables set. Concerning this matter, it was learned that
shipments of waste were received from Egyptian Lacquer and Roll Coater
after the inventory freeze was initiated. DPlease contact me immediately
concerning this matter.

Very truly yours,

.+ Ralph C. Pickard
¢ Technical Secretary
JTF/tr
cc: Hon. Linley Pearson, Attorney General
Mr. Phil Rarick, Deputy Attorney General
Mr. Roy Strong, Environmental Conservation and
Chemical Corporaticn
Egyptian Lacquer
Roll Ceater
Attn.: Mr. Tim Kelley ~
Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA*"
~ Boone County Health Department
Boone County Circuit Court
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ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD 11330 West Michigan Street

(31%?3-4420
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL QEW

T 4
Mr. Gary Watson OCT. ei%%éyﬁ Ty
"Attorney -at Law K 1é§@ﬁﬂﬁGwp“ o
P. 0. Box 110 : h{w §E%;ﬁﬁﬁ“&;
Lebanon, IN 46052 oy, iy,

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: September 25, 1981, Inspection
Enviro-Chem Corporation

This letter confirms the September 25, 1981, imspection of the
Enviro-Chem Corporation Barrel Storage Facility by Mr. J, Thomas Fitch
of the Solid Waste Management Section, Indiana State Board of Health. At
the time of the inspection the south end of the central barrel storage |
facility was being prepared so that a concrete pad and curb could be poured. . !
Agaib, there was an excessive number of barrels on-site. Leaking, popped i
top, corroded, and barrels without binges were found in the storage
facilities. There were no defined aisleways in the storage areas.

To help facilitate the pouring of the concrete, barrels were
stored outside the secured facility. Mr. Fitch was aksed if additional
barrels could be stored outside the secured facility. Mr. John Brimm and
Mr., Jim Wessel were informed that the barrels could be stored in the drive
outside the secured facility if;

1. An earthen dike were formed around the storage area.
2, Absorbent pillows are placed within the earthen dike.
3. The barrels will be inspected daily for defects and leaks.

4. If barrels are found to be leaking, they will be removed
immediately and the waste cleaned up.

5. If spills or leaks do occur, the gravel and 2 inches of
the earth beneath shall be removed and disposed of at a
hazardous waste landfill,

6. Storage in this area will be temporary, not lasting more
than three (3) weeks.

If there conditions are met, their storage will be allowed outside
the secured facility.



= .

Samples were not taken of the contaminated soil located north
of the cooling pond. This was due to the liquid consistency of the soil.
Mr. Tony Clark was asked to have some of the soil dug out and placed on
the bank so that it can dry out and samples can be taken. Hopefully,
this will be completed during the week of September 28, 1981. The soil will
be tested for metal and organic contamination.

Sincerely,
a7

A7

Py

L o
JRﬁl’ph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

JTFitch/mjh

cc: Mr. Roy Strong
Mr. Richard Shandross ~
Mr. Phil Rarick
Boone County Health Department
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ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD o
1330 West Michigan Street
{317} 6334420

SEP 2 3 1981

VIA CERTIFIED MATL

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law

P. 0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

r

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: September 15, 1981, Inspection
Enviro-Chem Corporation
Barrel Storage Facility

This letter will confirm the September 15, 1981, inspection of
the Enviro-Chem Corporation Barrel Storage Facility conducted by Mr. John
Thomas Fitch of the Solid Waste Management Section.

Mr. Fitch noted that the central barrel storage facility had
been drained of ponded surface water thus allowing the workers to enter the
area and work. The men were clearing the southern section of this facility
so that an initial concrete pad may be poured on September 23. Mr., Wessel
was informed that a letter should be drafted to the Environmental Management
Board outlining the methods used to drain the barrel storage facility of
ponded surface water. He stated that this would be completed. It was noted
that there had been a slight reduction in the number of barrels on-site. It
is anticipated that the barrel inventory can be reduced to 8,000 barrels by
January of 1982,

The request for approval to dispose of contaminated soils from
Enviro-Chem Corporation at the Northside Landfill must be denied. This 1is
due to Part 11, Item 16 of thec Consent Decrce signed by Enviro-Chem Corporation.
This soil is located at the northeast corner of the cooling pond. The soil is
contaminated due to leaks from barrels and spills during the pumping of tanks
and barrels. Ponded surface water in this area is contaminated initially by
these agents. Later, due to the evaporating of the water and lowering of its
level, the soil is contaminated. The underlying soil has been dredged and
stockpiled as noted. It is the opinion of the geology staff that since
contaminated water is still standing in this area, the newly exposed soil may
become contaminated.

It is recommended that Enviro-Chem Corporation work more closely
with the Environmental Management Board and its agents when complying with
items of the Consent Decree. This is to insure that actions initlated are
acceptable with the Environmental Management Board,



Mr. Gary Watson

‘During the inspection of the barrel storage facility the following
was noted:

- Leaking barrels of waste.
Popped top barrels of waste.
Corroded barrels of waste.
Lack of defined aisleways,
Excess number of barrels on-site,
Trailers with non-processed wastes stored off-site.

O U D D

Vi?y truly yaurs,

PN o e L
o R 1 ‘;/’_J_»__‘(‘,:,r'i\rri‘_-w-}
A -

>

7
+# Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

v

JTF/mjh
cc: Mr. Roy Strong
Enviro-Chem Corporation
Boone County Health Department
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SEP 2 1 1981

Mr. Gary Watson

Attorney at Law

124 East Washington Street
P.G. Box 110

Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: September 4, 1981, Inspection
Enviro~-Chem Barrel Storage Facility

This letter is written to confirm the September 4, 1981,
inspection of the Enviro-Chem Barrel Storage Facility. This inspection
was conducted by Mr. John Thomas Fitch of the Solid Waste Management
Section, Indiana State Board of Health. He was accompanied by Mr. John
Grimm.

Once again, Mr. Fitch found the facility to be extremely
crowded with barrels., So much so that four trailers loaded with non-
processed wastes are sitting outside the secured facility. This is a
violation of 40 CFR Section 265.14 2(i). The entrance to the facility
has barrels stacked on each side of the roadway. The A-frame building
is completely surrounded with barrels. The processing yard is still
crowded with non-processed wastes, especially the area to the north of
the facility. Total barrel inventory including the central storage
facility is estimated at 12,000 barrels. This must be reduced before
the operation will be able to run efficiently, and in a controlled
manner.

In the central barrel storage facility, the barrels are stored
haphazardly. There are very few distinct rows of barrels. This makes
it very difficult to inspect this area. Also, access to leaking, popped
topped and corroded barrels is very difficult, if existant. This allows
many spills in this area to go without clean-up. Also, these damaged
drums cannot be extracted from the total due to lack of access. This is
a violation of 40 CFR 265.35. There were leakers, popped top, and
corroded barrels on-site. When these are found, it should be documented
by location and corrective actions noted. If not, then these barrels
will remain in storage, which is a violation of 40 CFR 265.171.(2) and
(3). Many barrels are stored in ponded surface drainage water. When
the water comes into contact with the drums, it becomes contaminated.
This is due to the leaking barrels of wastes and the spills in the
storage area. '



Mr. Gary Watsoca -2-

On this Friday, it was noted that the surface water was going
off-site in the area near the back entrance. This is at the southwest
corner of the storage facility. This water appeared to be contaminated
due to the colored sheen on top of the liguid. The liquid drained into
the drainage ditch located on the west and southwest sides of the storage
facility. This drains into the unnamed ditch which drains into Finely
Creek. Water samples were taken upstream, at the site of possible
pollution, at the unamed ditch, and at Finely Creek. The samples will
be tested for contamination. It is recommended that this area be monitored
so that further drainage off-site can be prevented.

In the afternoon Mr. Fitch met with Mr. Grimm and Mr. Jim
Wessel to discuss rules and regulations applicable to the Enviro-Chem
Corporation operations. They also discussed the findings of the day's
inspection.

Very truly yours,

7

A L
/‘Ralph C. Pickard

Technical Secretary

STE
i
k W it

—

TFitch/lmm

cc: Richard Shandross”(/
Phil Rarick
Roy Strong
Jim Wessel
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£
September 16, 1981 &

Mr. Gary L. Watson
Attorney at Law
124 East Washington Street

N

INDIANAPCGLIS
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Address Reply to:
Indiana State Board of Health
1330 West Michigan Street
D). Box 1964

P.0O. Box 110 .
Lebanon, IN 46052
Dear Mr. Watsoén:

This letter confirms the August 28, 1981, inspection of the

Enviro Chem Corporation. Mr. John T. Fitch inspected the barrel storage
facility with John Grimm, Environmental and Safety Msnager, and Ms. Pat
Allen reviewed manifests on file for the months of July and August of

1981..

Ms. Allen has a few questions concerning the manifest review,

and would like to discuss them with vyou.

During the inspection, and afterwards in a meeting with Mr. Jim

Wessel, General Manager, Mr. Fitch voiced the folleowing concerns.

1.

Z.

leaking barrels of waste on site
pop top barrels on site

corroded barrels of waste

barrels on-zite without secured tops

barrels on-site without bunges

;access through aigleways poor, if existant

no access through the storage area on the north side of the
facility :

surface drainage water ponding on the scuth side of the central
storage facility causing barrels to be stored in water

there are approximately 12,000 barrels on site

1881 — A CENTURY OF SERVICE — 1981



10. flat bed trailers and enclosed trailers are storing nonprocessed
waste outside the secured facility

_ Mr. Fitch found that weekly inspections of the facility are
"again being documented. Tt was recommended that detailed explanations be
given for all work performed in the barrel storage facility. A
locational chart is being used to log in new shipments of waste. Waste
are to bhe stored according to flammability class and similar waste
streams are to be stored together.

Mr. Fitch was informed that there has been a net reduction of
approximately 600 drums of waste in the past two weeks. The proposed
concrete pour date is still September 15, 1981. The barrel inventory
must be significantly reduced before this activity can be initiated.

Very truly yours,

}j’% @Z’E:g«-f d "?‘

' ) -
7L F O D
A AN

Hazardous Waste Program

Solid Waste Management Section
Division of Sanitary Engineering
AC 317/633-0178

JTFitch/tr
cc: Mr. Richard Shandross
Region V, EPA
Mr. Philip Rarick
Attorney General's Qffice
‘Mr. Roy Strong
Enviro Chem Corp.
Mr. Jim Wessel
Enviroe Chem Corp.
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Address Reply to:
Indiana Stafg Board of Health

STATE BOARD OF HEALTH

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

Indianapolis, IN 46206
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SEP 1 01981
Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
124 East Washington Street
P.0O. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: August 21, 1981, Inspection
Enviro-Chem Barrel Storage Facility
Boone County

This will confirm the August 21, 1981, inspection of the
Enviro-Chem Barrel Storage Facility by Mr. John Thomas F¥itch of the Solid
Waste Management Section, Indiana State Board of Health. Mr. Fitch met
with Mr. Jim Wessel, the new General Manager of the Enviro-Chem
Corporation. They inspected the facility along with members of the
Enviro-Chem Corporation facility management.

Mr. John Grimm, Enviromnmental and Safety Manager, showed
Mr. Fitch that the underground storage tank which was to be shut-off by
August 1, 1981, has been sealed. This was completed by concreting the
inlet valves to the tank.

Again, it was found that the barrel storage facility is
extremely crowded. There are barrels stored off the facility in a
flatbed trailer, near the front entrance, near the A-frame buiiding, and
at the north side of the facility, as well as the centralized barrel
storage facility. It was noted that the barrel inventory has been
reduced, but access is still extremely poor. This makes it very
difficult to work in these areas to reduce the inventory. This condition
should be improved as soon as possible.

The standing water at the southeast corner of the central barrel
storage facility has evaporated. The water level in the cooling pond is
still elevated and should be reduced, the freeboard level should never he
less than two feet. Again, this should be checked on a daily basis.

1881 - A CENTURY OF SERVICE — 1951




Mr. Gary Watson _ -3

13. Enviro~Chem Corporation paperwork should be reviewed by HMr.
Wessel to determine its adequacy and it shall be revised if he
finds it to be inadequate for his operationms.

Very truly yours, p
- /2
f‘fwiﬁpdﬂﬁﬂ?ﬁfaoyle, Sugbrvisor

g Hazardous Waste Program
Solid Waste Management Section
Division of Sanitary Engineering

-

TFitch/tr
¥ cc: Mr. Richard Shandross

U.5. EPA, Region V

Mr. Philip Rarick
Attorney General's Office

Mr. Roy Strong
Enviro-Chem Corp.

Mr. Jim Wessel
Enviro-Chem Corp.



STATE BOARD OF HEALTH Alfffess Reply to:
Indiana State Board of Health

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER T 1330 West Michigan Street

P. 0. Box 1964
Indianapolis, IN 46200

ANAPOLIS

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
124 Tast Washington Street
P.0O. Box 110 i
Lebanon, IN 46052 g

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: August 7, 1981, Inspection
Enviro-Chem Barrel Storage Facility
Boone County

This letter confirms the August 7, 1981, inspection of the
Enviro-Chem Barrel Storage Facility by Mr: John Thomas Fitch of the Solid
Waste Management Section, Indiana State Board of Health. Mr. Fitch found
that the facility was extremely crowded with barrels of waste. The front
entrance to the facility, the area near the A-frame building, the
northeast storage area, and the central barrel storage areas are near
capacity. This condition makes it extremely difficult te work in the
facility. Access through these areas is poor if existent at all. The
_inventory of barrels must be reduced to alleviate this condition. It was
also noted that a flatbed trailer containing nonprocessed waste was
stored outside the facility. This is a violation of RCRA regulations.

There was water ponded on the northeast and southeast cormers of
the facility. . This water should be eliminated as soon as possible. The
cooling pond water level was found to be extremely high. The freeboard

should never be less than two feet. This should be checked on a daily
basis.

You indicated to Mr. Fitch in a meeting that these conditions
would not persist. They cannot if the facility is to operate

efficiently.
Very truly yqus,
;LA Vi ;fw
Guinn P. Doyle, Supervisor
Hazardous Waste Program
Solid Waste Management Section
Division of Sanitary Engineering
JTFitch/tr

cc: Mr. Phil Rarick
r. Richard Shandross
U.S. EPA, Region V
Mr. Roy Strong
Mr. Jim Wessel
Enviro-Chem Corp.

1881 — A CENTURY OF SERVICE - 1981
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1\ddrcssLchly to:

STATE BOARD OF HEALTH
' Indiana Stagﬂi}omd of Health

AN EQUAL OPPORTUMITY EMPLOYER 1330 Wesfiilichigan Street

P. QBox 1964
Indlanagélu,, IN 46206

BUE 31 1gm
Mr. Gary Watson, Attorney
124 Fast Washington Street
P.G. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson: . 5!

3
On August 4, 1981, Mr. J. Thomas Fitch, Solid Waéie Management

Section, Indiana State Board of Health, inspected the Four County Landfill

near Delong, Indiana. During that inspection, a tractor-trailer from

the Enviro-Chem Corporation brought in a load of waste. The manifest

stated that the shipment included still and drum bottoms. It was found

during an inspection of the load that some of the barrels also included

a liquid waste. Due to this fact, part of the shipment was sent back to

the Enviro-Chem Corporation. Those barrels containing the solid or semi

solid bottoms were disposed of at the landfill.

The Four County Landfill is approved to accept drum and still
bottoms from the Enviro-Chem Corporation, not liquid waste. Please
insure that only waste that are approved for disposal al this site are
sent to the Four County Landfill.

Very truly yours,

. P fff

-
4 ?;&“'& a3 ot .
Gl nre ‘“ﬂby e Suﬁ%IVLSOK & ’

Hazardous Waste Program
Solid Waste Management Section
Division of Sanitary Engineering

cc:  Roy Strong
Enviro-Chem Corporation
Phil Rarick
- Attormney General's Office
" Richard Shandross.— :
EPA, Region V
Fulton County Health Deparment

1881 — A CENTURY OF SERVICE — 1981
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AUG 2 o 1981

Mr. Gary Watson
Attorney at Law
124 East Washington Street

P.C. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052
- Dear Mr. Watson: : | j
Re: July 30, 1981, Inspection 4

Foviro-Chem Corporation
Barrel Storage Facility

This letter confirms the July 30, 1981, inspection of the
Enviro=-Chem Corporation Barrel Storage Facility. This inspection was
conducted by Mr. Tem Fitch of the Solid Waste Management bSection,

Indiana State Board of Health. Mr. Fitch first met with Mr. Rey Strong,
President, to review the progress made in complying with specific sections
of the Consent Decree signed by the Enviro-Chem Corporation. 'The initial
compliance dates for the items reviewed is August 1, 1981.

Mr. Fitch will again review this information, once 1t 1is
completed and delivered to the Indiama State Board of Health.

Mr. Fitch inspected the barrel storage facility with Mr. Tony
Clark. It was noted that there was no improvement since the previous
week's inspection. There is still an excessive number of barrels on
site, therefore, making it very difficult to work in this facility.
There are many barrels with popped tops. There are corroded barrels
which at one time leaked hazardous waste. There is little if any access
between barrels of waste. Also, the water problem still exists in the
south end of the barrel storage facility. Many of the barrels of waste
‘are stored in this area causing them to deteriorate much quicker than
normal. '

It is suggested that you work with Mr. Clark to improve the
conditions within the barrel storage facility.

Vepy truly yours,
4%@&5&3 /ﬁééguaiﬂ-—-___ﬁ

Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary
TFitch/jt
Enclosure
cc: Mr. Richard Shandross, Region V, EPA
Mr. Philip Rarick, Attorney General's Office
Mr. Roy Strong, Enviro-Chem Corporation
Boone County Health Department
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STATE BOARD OF HEALTH

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER -

Address Reply to:
Indiana State Board of Health

ﬁ 1330 West Michigan Street
E. P 0. Box 1964

: e ' ' )hs IN 46206 g
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 7 xkﬂ@

AUG 1 3 1981

o o Yery
Mr. Roy Strong, President # Eb& ngg;fﬁ
Enviro-Chem Corporation % %
865 South U.S. 421 4
Zionsville, IN 46077 : P!

Dear Mr. Strong: ﬁf

\

|

| On July 16, 1981, Mr. Tom Fitch and Ms. Pat Allen conducted an

| inspection of the Four County Landfill near Delong, Indiana. An Enviro-

| Chem Corporation tractor trailer arrived at the site during the scheduled
inspection, The manifest stated that the shipment included "hazardous
waste NOS (still and drum bottoms)."

Mr, Jim Wilkins, Operator, and Mr. Fitch inspected the contents
of selected drums using a metal rod. It was found that two of the drums
checked were filled with liquid only. As you are aware, drum and still
bottoms should be in a solid or semi-solid state, not liquid. A sample
which was extracted from one of the drums for the testing showed that this
liquid had a concentrated solvent vapor. The shipment was not accepted
by the landfill and was sent back to the Enviro-Chem Corporation.

The Four County Landfill is only approved to accept drum bottoms
and still bottoms from your company, not liquid solvents. It is recommended
that you ensure that only approved wastes are sent from your company to the
Four County Landfill for disposal.

Very truly yours,

(M%/fé’—

Guinn P. Doyle, Supervisor
Hazardous Waste Program

Solid Waste Management Section
Division of Sanitary Engineering
AC 317/633-0178

TF/mjh
cc: Mr. Gary Watson
Mr. Richard Shandross~
Region V, U.S5. EPA
Mr. Douglas Johnson
Environmental Waste Control Corporation
Mr., Steve Zlatos
Attorney General's Office
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ENVIRONMENT, AL MANAGUEMENT BOARD o
1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 1964

July 16, 1981 A

10IDg
:r - : . . ’ . qulbr&g ”’ [Ty E
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL S ”j'v% dfngmM

Mr. Roy Strong,APresident j. '
‘Envirc-Chem Corporation ' o (E§iflng;)Eg&Z
865 South U.S. 421 - B
Zionsville, IN 46077

Dear Mr. Strong:

Re: June 25, 1881, Inspection
Enviro~Chem Corporation
Processing Area

This letter will confirm the Jumeg 25, 1981, inspection of the
Enviro Chem Corperation Processing Area. Theé imspection was cenducted
bv Mr. Plil Rarick, Attorncy General' s Office, dnd Mr. Tom Fitch,
Facility Inspector, Solid Waste Management Section of the Indiama State
Board of Health. The Enviro-Chem Corporation was represented by Mr. Mike
Finton and vou. '

The inspection was conducted to-determine the progress made in
“upgrading -the Enviro-Chem Corporation Barrel Storage Facility. The
concerns mentioned in previous letters include the following: '

1. Barrels of hazardous waste stored in water (southsidé of
Barrel Storage Facility). :

2. Leaking barrels of haZardous waste.

3. Barrels of hééarddus waste with popped tops.
4, Operating record not‘éompiéted

5. Inadequate access to Barréi Storage Facility.

It was found that the ponded water on the south end of the
Barrel Storage Facility had been pumped dry. The water was pumped into
the noncontact cooling pond. The contaminated layer on top of the water
was recycled through the "Fuels Program." The water in the cooling pond
is being spray irrigated on the inside walls of the earthen dike surrcunding
the facility.

There were no leaking barrels of waste found during the inspection.
£ It was noted, though, that a few barrels had been leaking some time
recently as identified by dried drips of waste on the sides of barrels.

U




Mr. Rov Strong - -2-

There wag an increase seen in the number of "popped top"
barrels. This is due in part to the increase in temperature in the last
two weeks. When found, these barrels should be pulled from storage and
pumped dry. You informed Mr. Fitch that generators of the waste have -
been asked to increase the freeboard inside the barrel. This will allow
more room for vapors to expand without damaging the integrity of the
barrel. Also, truck drivers should be cautioned to not accept barrels
of waste which are damaged. :

The operating record should be completed as in Part 40 CFR -
265.73. Also, access to the Barrel Storage Tacility should be improved.

The barrels should be stored no more than five abreast with adequate = 777

aisle space between the rows for operational and emergency equipment.

You informed Mr. Rarick and Mr. Fitch that all the above items
could be completely .accomplished within the next 60 days.

Very truly yours,

. ,-;{ /; :.’/- . 3 \
Foev s
- T

“Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

cc:  Mr. Richard Shandross T
Region V EPA : o
Steve Zlatos )
-Attorney General's Office
Greta Hawermale
Boone County Health Department
Mr. Tom Fitch
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Mr. Gary Watson, Attorney | | e

124 East Washington Street
P, 0. Box 110
Lebanon, IN 46052

Dear Mr. Watson:

Re: July 23, 1981, Inspection

Enviro-Chem Corporation

Barrel Storage Facility

Boone County

This letter is written to confirm the.July 23, 1981, inspection

of the Enviro-Chem Corporation Barrel Storage Facility. The inspection was
conducted by Mr. Tom Fitch of the Solid Waste Management Secticn, Indiana
State Board of Health, and Ms. Greta Hawvermale, Chief Sanitarian, Boone
County Health Department, They were accompanied by Mr. John Grimm, Facility
Engineer for the Enviro-Chem Corporation.

Prior to the inspection, Mr. Fitch and Ms. Hawvermale met with
Mr. Roy Strong. Mr. Fitch discussed items addressed in the Consent Decree
with the Enviro-Chem Corporation. Compliance schedules were discussed at
that time. Mr, Fitch also spoke with Mr. Strong about the returned shipment
of waste from the Four County Landfill near Delong, Indiana. The July 16
shipment was returned to Enviro-Chem Corporation because it did not meet
specifications noted on theshipping-manifest. The manifest stated that the
shipment included still and dry bottoms. Liquid wastes were found in two of
the barrels. Mr. Strong stated that Mr. Mike Finton was responsible for the
disposal of wastes generated by Enviro-Chem Corporation. He assured Mr, Fitch
that this would not happen again. Ms. Hawvermale relayed to Mr. Strong that
complaints had been received concerning odors emanating from the processing
and storage areas, Mr. Strong related that the odor was due to septic
conditions of ponded water on-site and could be eliminated when the water is

disposed. Until that time, actions have been initiated to minimize this problem.

The inspection of the barrel storage area revealed that conditions
are deteriorating in this area. This is due in part to temporary loss of
‘waste fuel customers. The inventory of barrels is now approaching the 13,000
mark and is very difficult to manage. The storage facility is full and barrels
are now stored at the front entrance of the processing area. Also, the "broker"
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STATE c»// ENDIANA

e e

I\‘DIA’\I APOLIS 4

1330 West Michigan Street

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD
: ) (_317) §33—4420

UL 6 1a8 | _ £ Mgy * -
. ) - !f E,p ’ﬁ/}’,}iqp - o
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL - : A gy, )

- ~Clon, Gk 7
‘Mr. Roy Strong, President - ,!v p-AtH

Enviro-Chem Corporation
865 South U.S. 421
Zionsville, IN 46077

Dear Mr. Strong:

. This letter' is written to confirm the inspection of the Enviro-
= Chem Corporation barrel stordge facility June 12, 1981. The inspéction
" was conducted by Mr. J. T. Fitch of the Solid Waste Staff. You represented
the Enviro-Chem Corporation. ‘

A It was noted that there were nc leaking barrels and only four
"popped top'" barrels in the*facility. There is still water ponded on
the south end of the storage facility. This water should be removed as
quickly as possible-in an env1romentally safe manner.

The access between rows of barrels is still a problem. This
is due mainly, because barrels to be pumped are placed in the main
aisleway separating the east and west sides of this facility. These
barrels should be placed so that there is access between rows of barrels
at all times.

The oil spill noted during the June 4, 1981, inspection had
not been cleaned up by the June 12, 1981 inspection. This o0il should be
removed and the water behind the "Broker" storage area removed. The
"Broker" storage facility should be organized according to waste streams
and aisleways created.

Singérely,

R A .
- J‘.:i,{_“.-ﬁ_‘w_m_.m_

. Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

/{itch/jb :
cc: Richard Shandross, USEPA

Steve Zlatos, Attorney General s Office
Greta Hawvermale,
Boone County Health Department
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June‘24, 1981
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL

Mr. Roy Strong, President
Enviro-Chem Corporation.
865 . South U.S. 421
Zionsville, IN 46077

. Dear Mr. Strong:

This letter confirms the inspection of the Enviro-Chem Corporation
barrel storage facility conducted May 29, 1981. This inspection was conducted
by Mr. Tom Fitch, Facility Inspector, Solld Waste Management Section. He
was accompanied by you during this inspection.

Mr. Fitch noted that improvements have been made in the barrel
storage facility. The number of leaking, "popped top" and damaged barrels
is decreasing weekly. It was noted that there are still five to ten leaking
barrels and approximately twenty "pop topped" barrels on the site. There
are also several damaged containers within this facility. As you are
aware, there should be no leaking, "popped top," or damaged containers on
site as outlinmed in 40 CFR Section 265.171.

The barreils on the south end of the site are still surrounded by
water. Waste has leaked from the barrels and contaminated this water.
Also, the integrity of the barrels is questionable if allowed to stand in
the water for any length of time.

Access to the barrel storage facility bas improved on the eastern
and western boundries, but many of the areas are still in need of 1mprovement
to Comply with 40 CFR 265.35.

It was also noted that there had been.an onsite spill of oil in
the ponded water area behind the storage facility from barrels of waste
brokered by your company. You had stated that the oil was from a vacuum
unit. The o0il was contained on site and was being cleaned up at the time
of the inspection.

%2?cerely;z}ﬂfm

T

S e i

Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary
TF/1m : :
cc: Mr. Richard Shandross’(’
U.S. EPA, Region V
Mr:. Steve Zlatos
Attorney General's Office
Ms. Greta Hawvermale .
Boone County Health Department
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5. 1t was. noted that there Were parrels that were Open and
others with punctured lids. This is in violatrion of 40 CFR,

Section 265.173[a). _”Management of Containers.”.,COntainers
holding hazardous wastes must he kept closed during storage.

The following is. a violation of the Epvironmental Managemeﬁt Act, -
10 13-7-4-1, Section 1(a}: :

It was noted that the south end of the barrel storage facility
was covered with standing water. This water is the result of
surface drainage through the barrel storage facility., Some of
the barrels of hazardous waste were stored in this flooded area.
Due to the fact that many of the containers of wozardous wastes
were leaking 0T had leaked hazardous wWiasies, this water may be
hazardous. This water shall be pumped into empty containcrs and

tested to determine if it is & hazardous waste. if it is, it
will need to be handled as such,

- Other items noted during +his inspection included the following:

1. hThe;waste streams are at this time stored according to shipment
received. '1f there are multiple waste gtTeams, they are still
stored togetheT. This may cause & problemlwith incompatible

waste being stored +ogether.

2. It was ndted that some of the waste received were not prbperly
paﬁkaged and waste comtaliners were not marked according to 40 CFR,
Section 26%.30, npackaging”, and 262.32 migriking." :

Very, truly yours,

ﬁaﬂ 7. ,c/;-/.éic.é______‘

ftalph C. pickard
Technical Secrotary

co:  Sreven Slatos, ArToTReY
General®s givice -
Richard Shandross, U.5. EPA
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21330 West Michigan Sireet
o (317) 6334420

ool

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL

JUN 18 1931
| . JUNg
Mr. Roy Strong, President ] WﬁS?E‘wHNﬂ »
* Enviro-~Chem Corporation ' . s - i; AERT g uiAHC
865 South U.S. 421 | IR | ,é BEGIOn 1, Yo
Zionsville, IN - 46027 : W

‘Dear Mr. Strong:

o This letter is in regard to the inspection conducted May 21,
1981, of the Enviro-Chem barrel storage facility. This inspection was
conducted by Mr. Tom Fitch, Facility Inspection for the Solid Waste
Management Section. He was accompanied during this inspection by you.

: During that inspection, it was noted that the number of leaking
containers has been reduced. -‘Five or six leaking containers remain onsite
and ‘should be pumped or repackaged. The ”popped top' containers are being
reduced in number, but many stiil remain in the facility. These containers
should be checked for thelr integrity and pumped of materlals or repackaged

Due to the recent delnge of rain, approx1mate1y 20% of the barrel
storage facility is under water. Hazardous waste containers should not he
stored in water. The water should be pumped out and the oil, grease,'solvent
layer skimmed off and processed or containerized. The barrels should be
moved to an area where they will no 10nger be 1n water.

The operating record appears to be in adequate order, Notations.’
should be made of any leaking, corroded, or 'popped top" containers found
and what action was initiated to correct the situation. Aisle space between
rows of barrels is improving on the east side of the facility. The west
side of the facility should be improved. This is to provide access throughout
the facility in case of an emergency. - ' ' DR

Very truly yours

;Ralph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

, 1tch/tal . ' ' o
'-L/%i: Mr. Richard Shandross, U.S. EPA Reglon v
: Mr. Steve Zlatos, Attorney General's Office
Ms, Greta Hawvermale, Boone County Health Department‘
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] INDIANAPOLIS 46206

""" 1330West Michigan Street
(317) 6334420

RECE’IVED oy

'VIA CERTIFIED MAIL - -1 "

JUN 1 11981 L ' - _
aMrel Roy Strong, Pres1dentj 2 RS - I - N 7 ;5
"Enviro-Chem Corporation = &x» " =7 7T o0 o o , j%

865 South US 421. .
~Zionsville, "IN 46077 .

" Deéar Mr: Strong: . -
-'Re: Inspectlon of -
" . Enviro-Chem Corporatlon
- - Zionsville, Indlana

ThlS letter conflrms the 1nspect10n of the Enviro- “Chem Corporatlon

_ ge fac1l1ty May 1351981~ This’ 1nspectlon was ‘conductéed by -
5Messrs Lee’ Langlotz "and Tom_ Fltch SOlld Waste Section, Indiana State’

Board of Health. they were accompanled by Misses Greta Hawvermale and

'Kathy Slmonson ‘of ‘the Boone" County Health Departmeut Your company was
represented by Mr. DaV1d M Flnton -:f :

N :fi The 1nspectlon was conducted to review progress made in ellmlnatlng
violations noted as a result of an- Aprll 22 1981, 1nspect10n of the
barrel storage fac111ty. o - ’ B

_ “The number of “feaking- contalners is. decrea51ng, but it -was. -
noted’ ‘that "there are stlll 1eak1ng containers” at this sjte: “There are

. still a- number of popped top"'barrels on site. Access between rows of

ﬂbarrels is 1mprov1ng, “but “there are still'rows that are inaccessible:
‘The operatlng ‘record“for- weekly inspection- -of- the barrel storage- fac111ty
has been- re1nst1tuted Water “still is ponded on the south end of the .’
'{barrel st rage fac111tyj” Mr i Flnton related that ‘the watex: portlon :
woulc \ : ' Tbe solvent and: 011

© Ralph €. Pickard e
- _Techoical— Secretary ~,

TFltCh/Jb . Do I R o o '
cee V/Steve Zlatos - Attorney Generals Office.: “:7 R
Richard Shandross, 0. S EPA Reglon A Lo
Greta Hawvermale =~ *°
Boone County Health Department
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ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

STATE / \UIA}TA I

. 330 West .‘\ii.(.‘lllg:lil Street
' . ; @ (317) 633-1420
May 8, 1981 . EIC:E'I

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL o | o Wﬁ.s*,rf /' [q}llj I

. ‘E!p“f&,%{{’t&' S
Mr. Roy Strong, President fﬁﬁg@ﬂ&/é? |
Enviro-Chem Corporation g yﬂ@@e

865 Scuth U,§, 421
Zionsville,. IN 46077

Dear Mr. Strong:

Re: Inspection of the Barrel Storage Faéility'
Enviro-Chem Corporation - Zicnsville
April 2%, 1981

This letter confirms the inspection of the barrel storage facility
conducted April 29, 1981, This inspection was conducted by Mr, Tom Fitch,
Facility Inspector, Solid Waste Management Section, Division of Sanitary
‘Engineering. He was accompanied by Mr. Tony Clark of Enviro-Chem Corporation
and Greta Hawvermale and Xathy Simonson of the Boone County Health Department.

‘Mr. Fitch sampled a drainage ditch on the west side of the processing
area, as well as the ponded water on the south end of the barrel storage
facility. The drainage ditch is located at the bottom of the esarth dike

.for the cooling. pond near the permanent storage tanks. These samples will
be tested for TOC volatiles, primary pollutants, c¢il -and grease, and
phenols, ' :

Pictures of leaky barrels, popped top barrels, the drainage ditch,
the ponded water in the storage facility, corroded. barrels, punctured barrels,
and poor access aisleways within the storage facility were taken. This was
to document findings made on April 28, 1981, by Messrs. Lee Langlotz and Tom
Fitch. ‘ '

It was noted on April 28, 1981, that work had been initiated to process
leaky barrels of waste.

‘Sincerely,
uZL
glph C. Pickard

“Technical Secretary
b §

TE/mih

ce:  Steve Zlatos, Attorney General's Office
Richard Shandross, U.S., EPA v~
Boene County Health Department




INDIANAPOLIS 46206
; Ai'chi'n.-n ee |
_ : . = ol 1‘%5% tiz:&iugu' t
B , | Sl
May 7, 1981 B Wi £

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT BOARD

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL | ' ;gﬁm,, /
. _ _ R %( vv,
Mr. Roy Strong, President : ﬁ“@? '4@aq

Enviro-Chem Corporation
865 Scuth U.S. 421
Zionsville, IN 46077

Dear Mr., Strong:

Re: Inspection Conducted April 28, 1981
Enviro-Chem Corporation Barrel
Storage Facility '

This letter confirms the inspection conducted April 28, 1981,

~at the Pnviro-Chem Corporaticn Barrel 'Storage Facility. The inspection ,
was conducted by Messrs. Lee Langlotz and Tom Fitch, Facility Inspectors, -

' Solid Waste Management Section, Division of Sanitary Fngineering. They ' !
were accompanied by you and Messrs. Tony Clark and John Grimm representing i
Envirc-Chem Corporation. During that 1nspect10n, several violations of |
the Environmental Management Act were noted in that the condition of the _ '
storage area represented a potential threat to the environment. It should
also be noted that the conditiomsnoted are violaticn of the regulatlons. 1
promulgated pursuant to the Resource Conservation Recovery Act. The
following conditions were observed:

1. It was noted that there were containers in the barrel storage
facility which were leaking hazardous wastes. This is in violation
of 40 CFR, Section 265.171, "Condition of Containers." The
waste in these barrels shail be managed so that there is no
further'leakino of these hazardous wastes into the environment.

2. It was noted that there were containers with p0pped tops. This
may indicate that the waste in these containers is reacting and
giving off vapors causing the tops to pop. This may jeopardize
the integrity of these containers. This is a violation of
40 CFR, Section 265.172, '"Compatibility of waste with container.
The waste within these barrels shall be removed to minimize the
chance that these containers will begin to leak wastes,

3. At this time, there is no weekly inspection schedule for the barrel
storage facilities outlined in 40 CFR, Section 265.174, "Inspections
of the barrel storage facility will be conducted on at least a
weekly basis to note any deterioration or leaks of containers.



_LIDIANA
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ERNVIRONMENTAL MANAGIMENY H().-\'.Rl)

P30 West Michigan Street

(3173 633-4420
i :
. VIA CERTIFIED VAIL - Bh HAY 14881
Mr. Roy Strong, President
Enviro-Chem Corporation
8§65 South U.S5. 4Z1 UKAHCH

Zionsville, IN 46077
Dear Mr. Streng: : o - L

Re: Inspection of Enviro-Chem
Corporation's Barrel Storage Facility
May 5, 1981

This letter will confirm the May 5, 1981, imspection of the Enviro-Chem
Corporation barrel storage facllity. The inspection was conducted by Mr. Tom
Fitch, Facility Inspector for the Solid Waste Management Section of the Division
=f Sanitary Engineering. He was accompanied during this inspection by
Mr. John Grimm and yourself, representing the Enviro-Chem Corporation.

Mr. Fitch noted that some.improvement had been made since his previous
inspection on April 29, 1981.. '

Some of the barrels leaking hazardous waste have been pumped of their
contents and removed from the facility. There were still a number ¢f barrecls
present which were leaking hazardous waste, There are still many barrels with
popped tops, corroded tops, and barrels with breken seals.

There was ponded surface water on the south end of the barrel storage
facility. .This water has a light sheen on it which indicates the presence of
contaminants. This area is to be pumped dry and the water treated as a
hazardous waste if it is determined to be so.

A weekly inspection of this facility by Enviro-Chem Corporation personnel
was to be made with a log of that inspection kept. This has not been initiated
yet. ‘ _ :

Sizﬁerely,/é}”~

e o Pe
fﬂ&zyg R SO A
vl

{ﬁRalph C. Pickard
Technical Secretary

TFitch/mjh _
cc: Mr. Steve Zlatos, Attorney
General's Office
Mr. Richard Shandross - U.S. EPA
Ms. Greta Hawvermale, Boone County
Health Department
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865 South US 421
Zionsville, Indiana 46077
#(317) 769-6153

May 1%, 1981

ﬁE’CEf VED

United States Environmental Protection Agency ﬂ%Q}fjffw
Region V

Solid Waste Management Section
Hazardous Waste Division

230 8. Dearborn :
Chicago, Illincis 60604 b

ATTN: Rich Shandross §

- RE: Chemical and Physical Stabilization of Still Bottoms and Drums
and Tank Bottoms at Enviro—-Chem Corporation

Dear Mr. Shandross:

We have recently decided that the wastes that we generate from our facility
must be chemically and physically stabilized so that a more consistant waste
can be generated from our facility. We have been experimenting with a lime
and fly ash stabilization technigue on a laboratory scale basis. We are now
ready to attempt to do this same process on a larger scale.

On Friday afternoon, May 15, 1981, we made a telephone call toc the technical
division of the USEPA Headguarters and discussed this project with Jan Jablonski.
We were specifically interested in finding out what our obligations under the
RCRA program would be concerning this project. We described the process to her
and she indicated that there were no provisicns for the chemical treatment from
generators of hazardous waste under the RCRA program. She did indicate that the
waste would have to pbe characterized after the stabilization process. Enclosed
please find the laboratory analysis of materials that have gone through this
process.

We are considering this project as part of ocur in-line treatment of our waste
and therefore, no additional permits or notification should be required. We do
not intend to use this process for wastes other than our own.

Please advise if you do not agree with our process on this material. We thank
you for your time and consideration.

David M. Finton
Vice President

Ry

, ENVIRO-CHEM CORPORATION



0\« ENVIRO-CHEM CORPORATION

865 South US 421
Zionsville, Indiana 46077

&

‘ -‘ | | (317) 769-6153

Copies of the laboratory analysis will be sent under separate

cover.



April 20, 1981
2,

From a public health perspective; I personally remain very much
congerned for our environmental future. Unfortunately, waiting
until gross contamination of the water supply oocurs will only
lead to reruns of Love Canal, Seywmour, Indianzs, and numerous
other such sites with the attendant health ramifications and
tremendous olsan up costs involved.

Again, my sincere thanks.

DT /ot
TLT

co: United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region Five Qffice '
S5plid Waste Program
42348 South Dearborn Strest
Chicage, Illinois 60604

oo C¥Mr. Walter XKinnard
~Bloor Lane RBoad
Zionaville, Indiana 46077




April 20, 1981

Attorney General Linley E. Pearson
Room 219 State House '
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Dear Mr. Pearson:s

Thank vou for vour efforts in bringing out the facts surrounding
the illegal practices that have prevalled for so long at the
¥nviro Chem Corporation and associated Horthside Landfill.

The owner of this business has repsatedly demonstrated his willing-
ness and abilitv to avoid obeying existing rules and regulations,

Those of us who have objected to the continued use of this site
for toxic waste disposal have done so for a number of reasons,
ingluding the poor suitability of the site and attendant environ-
mental risks, what appears to be very inadeguate inforcement
capabilities in monitoring practices by the Indiana State Eoard
of Health, and what to at least some of us is perceived as a

very shori sighted approach by the Board of Health in attempting
to define what constitutes safe practice.

Few would argue as to the need for hazardous and toxic waste
disposal sites. However, a geographically poor site situated
directlv on a tributary to a creek serving a large population
pase coupled with a management that shows little regard for
existing law, workers' safety, or the environrent, Creates a
situation wherein further serious problems cannot help but occur.

CAgain, I*agpr@ciaté your efforts in %erifying what many of us

have suspected for sometime hasz gone on at this site.

I hope vou will be rewarded by cooperative efforts on behalf
of the Boone County Prosecutors office in yvour pursuit of an
appropriate settlement or judgement in this matter.




ENVIRO-CHEM CGRPORATION

865 South US 421
Zionsville, Indiana 46077

(317) 769-6153

April 2, 1981

Mr. Carl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief APR 5 EB

Waste Management Branch . MWST Jn
Environmental Protection Agency Mgy

ED ,_"- f.-*‘;;;_ .
230 S. Dearborn <El, D EMT

Chicago, Illinois 60604

RE: Response to Inspection by USEPA Personnel on March 4, 1981 at the
Enviro—Chem Corporation Facility, Zionsville, Indiana

Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

We have carefully reviewed the inspection report that we received on
March 30, 1981 of the above referenced inspection performed by Rich
Shandross and Tom Golz of your office. We wish to thanhk you for sending
us a copy of the inspection report since it gives us an opportunity to
know our shortcomings as related to the new RCRA regulations.

There were some points made in the inspection report that we wish to
address. The following is a point by point response in the same order that
they appear in the inspection report.

1. It was stated that there were no employee training records. Several
training courses have been given to our staff and have been documented

and put in the employee's personnel records. The most recent of which was
training in the use of "Scot Paks" self-contained respirators, on Monday,
March 30, 1981. There have also been training courses in fire fighting,
eye protection, chemicals handled in our facility, CPR training, emer-—
gency response training, etc.

2. It was noted in the report that we did not have internal communi-—
cations or an alarm system. We have an internal system that gives us
direct contact from the office to the plant. If the plant manager is not
near his telephone, he can be reached by a CB radio. Alarm systems, such
as fire alarms and spill alarms have not been installed to this date,

but will be installed in the near future.

3. Ailsles between stacks of drums have now been cleared and a program
has been instituted to continue to improve the drum storage section.
Specifically, the number of drums stored has already been drastically
reduced since the inspection.



Page Z

4. Arrangements have been made to provide local authorities with our
emérgency response plan and to inform them of their role in this plan.

It is our cpinion that since this is a very specilalized business, we

need to do more than simply give them a written plan. We must also train
them in how to deal with an emergency at a harardous waste storage Tacility.

5. It was noted in the inspection that there was no formal distinction

of who the primary, sescondary, etc., personnel were that would be contacted
in case of an emergency te coordinate remedial actions. This is not the
case. This information is available in our contingency plan and the people
who are involved in emergency response coordinaticn know who they are and
whether they are primary or secondary coordinators.

6. As we indicated in item 4, our contingency plan is being presented to
iocal authorities and emergency response organizations. This will be
completed within the next 30 days.

7. New columns 1in our cperating records are being added to list hazardous
waste numbers in accordance with sub—-part D, "Lists of Hazardous Waste" of
the May 19, 1980, Federal Register. We will alsc identify volumes of
material in storage by gallons and identify density of materials in accord-
ance with the reguirements of RCRA.

8. We are presently going through a complete housekeeping of our drum
storage area. We are concentrating on processing drums that are in poor
condition. Any drum that is taken off a truck that is not properly sealed
will be emptied immediately or put into an over—pack container. This should
not be a common situation since our drivers are instructed not to allow drums
in poor condition to be loaded on to their trucks. We take exception to a
statement made in the inspection report relative to imcompatible wastes being
stored at Enviro—Chem Corporaticn. We have made it a policy to separate any
acids or caustics that may be brought into the facility, and during the time
of the inspection, no corrdsive materials were in the immediate drum storage
area.

9. Please find attached a diagram that shows tank location and diameters
as requested during the time of the inspection.

10. There was a comment made on the back of the last page of the inspection
report relative to Mr. Strong’s signing our Part A Application without being
totally familiar with the contents. This 1is no different than one of your
inspectors having you sign a letter concerning their woerk without your direct
contact with the subject in guestion. The management staff that was inveolved
in preparing the Enviro—-Chem Part A Application are very capable in their
field. Mr. Strong was ceonfident that the application had been properly pre-
pared when he signed it.



Page 3

We hope that we can continue to work with you and your staff in a
cooperative manner to make Enviro-Chem Corporatilon the type of facility
that is needed in order for the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

to work. Thank you again for supplying us with a copy of this dinspection
report.

Sincerely,

David M. Finton
YVice President

DMF:bjh



Enviro - Chem Corporation

Bulk Tank Inventory

Tank Purpose Volume Diameter Height
D (gal) (ft) (&)
A 0il Processing 10,500 10.5 5.5
B Solvent Still 10,500 10.5 5.5
C Solvent Storage 10,500 10.5 5.5
D 0il Storage 10,500 10.5 1505
E Solvent Coalescer 5,000 8.0 12.0
F Fuel 0il Product Storage 30,000 10.5 37.0
G Fuel 0il Product Storage 13,000 12.0 30.0
i Waste Sclvent & 0il Storage 10,500 10.5 15.5
2 Waste Solvent & 0il Storage 10,500 10.5 15.5
3 Waste Solvent & 01l Storage 5,000 5.0 12.0
iy Waste Solvent & 0il Storage 5,000 8.0 12.0
5 Boiler Fuel 011 2,000 5.0 12.0
6 Ciean Solvent Storage 1,500 4.0 12.0
7 Clean Solvent Storage 1,500 4.0 12.0
a8 Clean Solvent Storage 20,000 5.0 12.0
g Clean Solvent Storage 20,000 5.0 2.0
10 Stil)l Bottom Storage 15,000 10.0 24,0
11 Waste Solvent Storage 10,000 §.0 21.0
12 Still Bottom Storage 1,500 5.0 12.0
13 Waste Solvent Storage 3,000 8.0 9.5
14 Waste Solvent Storage 4,500 5.3 25.0
15 Sclvent Drying Process 1,000 5.0 1G.0
16 Solvent Drying Process 1,000 5.0 10.0C
17 Fuel 0il Storage 10,000 10.0 16.0
18 Fuel 0il Storage 10,000 8.0 20.0
19 Fuel G611l Storage 10,000 7.5 20.0
20 Fuel 0il Storage 7,500 6.0 30.0



]

-;r;

. DR REE

k
AN ELEN

7

A

5

e

:

41

T
3
o

-

-2

@

CULVERTS

,m
i - ~
W 4
! 3
| > e
H tu
m - ] H
| B ;
- i r..u.ww | i 7
w ' J.w\ - - . - h B i ) - MMJ .wau..w!l(i( e
| ) :
V\\ i 5 ‘
.m ._ /iﬂw m@ m@ Amw mmw ,.
‘/‘. _,. e o v
i p j - ,
‘./ .V k_ @ \ ,.‘ T
N / - :
= ’ : .
a0 w
V.
b g
u -
E a_,IP Y
- i, — o — e e e et [t -t B
- - - ~ - SR C
5\&-“[ !ix.a\.‘r il-\ 1 b = ST T Ee o s




3
L

A0

b




INp©SL159951

LTATE IGENTIFICATION NUMBER EPA TDENTIFICATION NUMBER

(H)

(1)~

(9)
(i)

(0)
(P}
(&)
(1)
(V)

(If Applicable)

RCRA INSPECTION REPORT - INTERIM STATUS STANDARDS
TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES
Form A - General Facility Standards

1. General Information:

Facility Name: F}\;mfez\" Chhere (&a?@?@%‘m\,
5 .

Street: QS Sev i 42 |
City:  Zewusoilly (D) State: 1 et (E) Zip Code: M_
Phone: 317 7Y% 6153 (6) County: Pevrye
' { : " Bsiinatid! ve Pt ﬁ?fﬁmﬁaw;
Operator: Mﬁ\tu\ Clagil ~QIﬁN+ MF\"\Q%QK (H\ Ve Frodrw ?@z&?ﬁm%f)
Street: Ofree. a5 aAbnee _
City: . (K) State: (L} Zip Code
Prone: (N) County:
Owner:  _(Ni¥e Tadon __omd Row Stecoa
~J ~J
Street: Steee . as  Adooee ‘
City: (R) State: (S) Zip Code:
Phone: (U) County:
Date of Inspectioh: oA -8y (W) Time of Inspection (From)_jgffzéﬂl {To)
weather Conditions: @ wacacd AL £

Rev. 1-26-81/J.B.



(Y] Person(s) Interviewed

(:«%ﬁzuw:i;:§QRJ¥u§?Q
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m’\f‘- @\{321 A S

. Clzis Lo feee
() Inspection Participants

R e

e Gy 12

‘_TEW\.RJ\Z.\W LR TF—(J‘?-QJQ?_ M\LLQ&AD_

(AA)  Preparer Information

Naue

TSSO

Ridh gé\gma e

"o Go’zug,

Title Telephone

?&\(ﬁ‘f?& ’\m@_\@*n‘uw&w ’7@? //§3

ﬁi’zgx (\\tu& 3 2

—r— [ ’
Fand ?MS a

Salen | Coneliafio—
Agyency/Title Telephone

USERE Reginl (312) BRL 4oz

US Tha ’Rcmwy L

Nevcdenene Sele Mﬁﬁ%@&& OV

Agency/Title Telephone
TORY | Treiren Guagpedes _ NI 02AST

Usefi / w se G 1) $kobiit
wseps [ Ena Soi. (312} ¢ Yoz

SITE ACTIVITY:

Conplete sections j through VII for all treatment, storaye, and/or disposal
facilities. Couplete the forms (in parenthesis) in section VIII corresponding
to the site activities identified below:

L//ﬁ‘ Storage and/or Treatment
1. Containers (I}
2. Tanks (J)

3. Surface Impoundments (K)

4. Waste Piles (L)
. Lanu Treatwent (M)

L. Landfills (N)

Note: If facility is also a yenerator or transporter of hazardous waste complete sectior-

D. Incineration and/or Thermal Treatment
(0 and P}

qk“‘@f&;; Chemical, Physical, and Bioloyical

Treatment (Q)

IX and X of this form as appropriate.



IT1. GENERAL FACILITY STANDARDS:
(Part 265 Subpart b)

Yes No NI*¥  Reuark

(A) Has the Regional Adwinistrator
veen notified reyarding:

1. Receipt of iiazardous /////
waste from a foreign source? : ’%Qé%
;
2. Facility expansion? ' V/r gV%é

(b) General wWaste Analysis:

1. Has the owner or operator obtained
a aetailed chemical and physical
analysis of the waste?

ot

Z. boes the owner or operator have

detailed waste analysis plan on §//
Ti1le at the facility?

3. Does the waste analysis plan
specify procedures for inspection

and analysis of each movement of b/z/
hazardous waste from off-site?.

(:) Security - Do security measures include:

(if applicable) s
1. 24-Hour surveillance? - ' v//// 'V/
“ Barcier around facrifty? and
3. -Contrb]led entry? V/ ¢
4. Danger sign(s) at
entrance? v i

(D) Do Gwner or Uperator Inspections
Include:

1. Records of malfunctions?

45 1-3 intledad (7 insee

@j?"\orr

(oo~

=

2. Records of operator error? v
v/

3. Rcords of discharyes?

*Not Inspectea 3



(E)

I11. GENERAL FACILITY STANDARDS - Conuinued

Yes No NI* Rearks

Inspection schedule:

safety, emercency equipment?

security devices?

Uperating and structural
devices?

RARTIANANAN

Inspection loy?

Do personnel training records
include: (Effective 5/19/81)

Job Titles?

Job Descriptionss v//
v

bescription of Training?

Records of Training? \//f

Have facility personnel received :
required training by 5-19-817 iﬁ\?&
. AN

required training within = «Q

Do new personnel receive i
$1X months? \

IT required are the followiny special
requiremnents for ignitable, reactive, or
incompatible wastes addresseq?

Special handliny? g/
| v/

No smoking signs?

Separation and protection ;
trow fynition sources? 4

*Not Inspected



IV. PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION:

(Part 265 Subpart C)

Maintenance and Operation
of Facility:

1. Is there any evidence of fire,
explosion, or release of
hazardous waste or hazardous /
waste constituent? i

If required, does the Facility
have the Followiny Equipuent:

l. Internal communications or Y V/

alarm systems?

2. Telephone or 2-way Radios v/

at the scene of operations?

3. Portable fire extinguishers,
fire contrel, spill control
eqguipnent and decontamination
equipment? \/

Indicate the volume of water and/or foam available for fire control:

Units:

(:) Testing and Maintenance of
Eileryency kgquipment:

1. Has the Owner or Operator
established Testiny ang
Maintenance Procedures v///
Tor Euergency Equipient?

Is Eweryency Equipnent
Maintained in Operable b//’
Conditions? _

”‘7&-‘}’\‘1\-« S r\p ety P“E) Leibhen. s 5\1—"%1.9 AT sy
e%/;-?meut{"

(:} Has Uwner or Operator Provided
Limediate Access to Internal Alarms
(if needed)? o

ERTLNS
d(i,\_“ PRS- Fe O AU Ay L d g L

.0t Inspected 5
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Is there adequate aisle space
TOr unobstructed movewent?

_/

V. CONTINGENLY PLAN AND EMERGENCY PROCEDURES:
(Part 265 Subpart D)

boes the contingency Plan contain tné
following information:

1. The actions facility personnel
liust take to comply with
4265.51 .and 265.56 in response
to fires, explosions, or any
unplanned release of hazardous
waste? (If the owner has a Spill
Prevention, Caontrol, and Counter-
measures (SPCC} Plan, he needs
only to amena that plan to
incorporate hazardous waste
management provisions that are
sufficient to comply with the
requirements of this Part (as
applicabie.)

2. Arrangements ayreed to Ly local
police departments, -fire departments
nospitals, contractors, and State
and local emeryency response teains
to coordinate eumeryency services
pursuant to £265.377

3. Naues, addresses, and phone
nunbers (office and home) of all
persons qualified to act as
eneryerncy coordinators?

4. A list of all emeryency equipwent
at the facility which includes the
Jocation and physical description
of each item on the list and a
prief outline of its capabilities?

Yes No NI* Remarks
e mpge eocks bewd buew roedl
ﬁ, ( N‘*':Lg-th T‘\Q,\_a_” [ &LQ‘E"\\\_{} Oad,

el

F\'ﬁm\umcm ‘%ﬁlg LGS, ‘D\JL‘ M?f\gﬁt

(L(“eslgs\m:\;‘(wt restred) as & Pty
SALCC:@OM RN Coarl ine ¥

E_!WJLB;,\@I 0&

J

5. An evacuation plan for facility

personnel where there is a possibility

that- evacuation could be necessary?
(This plan wust describe signal(s)
to be used to beyin evacuation,
evacuation routes, and alternate
evacuation routes?)

*Not Inspected 6
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L

V. CONTINL.NCY PLAN AND EMERGENCY PROCEDUn. s - Continued

Yes No NI#* Remarks

P

(B) Are copies of the Contingency Plan
Available at Site and local Emeryency o i an

Uryanizations?

(C) Emeryency Coordinator

1. Is the facility Eueryency : yf/ﬂ,ﬁyﬁfﬁﬁ
Coordinator identified?

. Is coordinator familiar with
all aspects of site operation
and emergency procegures? v

3. Uoes the Emergency Coordinator
have the authority to carry out
the Contingency Plan? M//_

Emeryency Procedures

If an emergency situation has eccurred

at this facility, has the Emergency
Coordinator followed the emeryency 4
procedures listed in 265.567 V/

4

VI. MANIFEST SYSTEM, RECORDKEEPING, AND REPORTING
(Part 265 Subpart E) '

“Yes No NI* Remarks

- @ Use of Manifest Systew

1. bDoes the facility follow the
procedures listed in §265:71 for
processing each Manifest?

};Z Are records of past shipnents A{?

retained for 3 years f§§

Does the owner or operator neet
reguirements regarding Manifest pﬁa
Discrepancies?

*Not Inspected 7



- vII. CLOSURE ANL POUST CLUSURE
{(Part 265 Subpart G)

& Uperating Record

1. Uces the owner or cperator
maintain an operating
record as required in
265.737 v

Z. boes the operating record
contain the following
information:

. [P
**i5,  The wethod(s) and date(s) ! s i pete 5P
of each wastes treatnent, J ) d . " "
storaye, or disposal as v’ ~ = ey vveuam&,ﬂvs Atsns
required in Appendix [? ' R dgbrgzjgr‘
c. Thne location and guantity - % Aocte S04,
of each hazardous waste / ﬂﬁwikéwmﬁzbh Awﬁ&iﬁv

NG iR
within the facility? Y _ (zbaﬂlj%rzﬁj

**%d, A map or aiayram of each
cell or disposal area
showing the Tocation ang
yuantity of each hazardous
waste? (This information
should be cross-referenced
to specific manifest

number, if waste was : /

accompanied by a manifest.) /V’fq
e. Records and results of all

waste analyses, trial tests,

monitoring data, ana coperator g
inspections?

f. Reports detailing all
incidents that required

iplementation of the
contingency plan? ﬁéék

4.~ All closure and past closure /
costs as applicable? fdﬁﬁ;
(Effective 5-19-81) /

*%*  See page 33252 of the May 1;9, 1580, Federal Reyister.

**% (nly applies to disposal facilities

*Not Inspected 8



vII. CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE
(Part 265 Subpart G)

Yes No NI* . Remarks
(A} Closure and Post Closure

1. Closure Plan Available for
Inspection by May 19, 19817

2. Has this plan been submitted to ‘ I//fﬂf/”/ffi
the Regional Administrator 2

3, Has Closure begun?

4. 15 closure estimate avail

by May 19, 19812 .~
//"'

(B} Post Closure Cag&ﬁéﬁd Use of'Property
o

Has tggﬁﬁwﬁgz or Operator supplied
a Post Tlosure Monitoring Plan
Lay’ﬁéy 19, 1981)?

VITI.  FACILITY STANDARDS
(Part 265, Subparts I thru R}

USE AND MANAGEMENT OF CONTAINERS
Facility Name: éw;md\em Car?- Date of Inspection: 3[5‘/?(

Yes No NI* Remarks

y,

1. Are containers in good condition? <

2. Are containers compatible with /
waste in them? “/

3. Are containers stored closed? y"

4. Are containers managed to prevent /
Teaks? v

5. Are containers inspected weekly for i
leaks and defects? v

6. Are ignitable & reactive wastes S
stored at least 15 meters (50 feet) B/
from the facility property line?

*Not Inspected 9



Yes No NI=* Remarks

7. Are incompatible wastes stored in
separate containers? (If not, the

apply.)

provisions of 40 CFR EEE;lZLQL ﬁ{%&v
/

waste separated or protected frm

8. Are containers of incompatible _
sufficient distance? ﬁ@Aé

TANKS

Facility Name: QRmhﬁe(h&Wﬂ (brp- Date of Inspection: 3-5 -4
[] .

1. Are tanks used to store only those
wastes which will not cause corrosion, /
Teakage or premature failure of the ‘//

tank? — o

2. Do uncovered tanks have at least
60 cm (2 feet) of freeboard, or
dikes or other containement

structures? /A
3. Do continuous feed systems have -
a waste-feed cutoff? %//
4. Are waste analyses done before the
tanks are used to store a substan- hﬂ%
tially different waste than before? 7
5. Are required daily and weekly g
inspections done? \///

6. Are reactive & ignitable wastes
in tanks protected or rendered non-
reactive or non-ignitable? (If
waste is rendered non-reactive or
non-ignitable, see treatment /
requirements.) Vi

7. Are incompatible waste
stored in separate tanks? _
(If not, the provisions of
40 CFR 265.17(b) apply.) b/fﬁ

*Not Inspected | 10



Facility Name: ; Date of Inspection:

6.

Yes No NI* Remarks

Has the owner or operator observed the National Fire Protection
Associations buffer zone requirements for tanks containing ignitable
or reactive wastes?

Tank capacity: (@)
L

Tank diameter: {8ty

gallons .
eet ’

Distance of tank from property line 50 feet

(See table 2 - 1 through 2 - 6 of NRPA's "Flammable and Combustible
Code - 1977" to determine compliance.)

K
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS

Do surface impoundments have
at Teast 60 cm (2 feet) of
freeboard?

Do earthen dikes have protective
covers?

Are waste analyses done when the
impoundment is used to store a
substantially different waste
than before?

Is the freeboard Tevel inspected
at least daily?

Are the dikes inspected weekly
for evidence of leaks or
deterioration?

Are reactive & ignitable wastes
rendered non-reactive or non-
ignitable before storage in a
surface impoundment? (If

waste is rendered non-reactive

.or non-ignitable, see treatment

requirements.)

Are imcompatible wastes stored
in different impoundments? (If
not, the provisions of 40 CFR
265.17(b) apply.)

11



L
WASTE PILES

Facility Name: Date of Inspection:

Yas No NI* Remarks

1. Are waste piles covered or protected
from the wind?

2. Is each in-coming movement bf
waste analyzed before being added
to the waste pile?

3. Are leachate, run-off, and run-on
controlled? (The effective date
of this provision is Nov. 19, 1981.)

4, Are reactive & ignitable wastes
rendered non-reactive or non-
ignitable before storage in a
pile? (If waste is rendered non-
reactive or non-ignitable, see
treatment requirements.)

5. Are piles of reactive or
ignitable waste protected?

6. Are incompatible wastes stored in
different piles? (If not, the
provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b)

apply.)

7. Are piles of imcompatible waste
protected by barriers or distance
from other waste?

*Not Inspected : 12



M
LAND TREATMENT

FAcility Name: - Date of Inspection:

1. Is hazardous waste capable
of biological or chemical
degradation?

2. Are run-off and run-on diverted
from the facility or collected
(Effective date: November 19,
1981})? :

3. Is waste analysis according
to 265.273?

4. If food chain crops are grown
at the facility, has the owner
or operator addressed the
requirements of 265.2767

5. Is an unsaturated zone moni-
toring plan designed and
implemented to detect the
vertical migration of =~
hazardous waste and provide
information on the background
concentrations of the hazardous
waste available?

6. Does the unsaturated zone moni-
toring plan address the minimum
information specified in 265.278?

cation dates and rates, quantities,
and tTocation of all hazardous waste
placed in the facility?

8. Are the special requirements
fulfillied regarding land treatment
of ignitable or reactive wastes?

8. Are incompatible wastes Tand
treated? (If yes, 265.17(b)
applies)

*Not Inspected . 13



N
LANDFILLS

Facility Name: Date of Inspection:

Yes HNo _ NI* Remarks

(A} General Operating Requirements
Does the facility provide the following:

**1., Diversion of run-on away from active
portions of the fill?

**%2, Collection of run-off from active
portions of the fil1?

**3, Is collected run off treated?

4, Control of wind disposal of
hazardous waste?

(**Effective 17-19-81)
(B) Surveying and Recordkeeping
Does the Operating Record Include:

T. A map showing the exact Tocation
and dimensions of each cell?

2. The contents of each cell and the
location of each hazardous waste
type withing each cell?

(C} Closure and Post-Closure

1. Is the Closure Plan available for
inspection by 5-19-81?

2. Has this plan been submitted to
the Regional Administrator?

3. Has Closure begun?

4. Is Closure cost estimate available
by 5-19-817

14



Yes No NI* Remarks

(If waste is rendered non-reactive
or non-ignitable see treatment
requirements}

" If not, the provisions of 40 CFR 265,i7(b)
appliy.

(E) Special requirements for Incompatible
Wastes.

Does the owner or ooperator dispoée of
incompatible wastes in separate cells?

If not, the provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b)
apply.

(F) Special requirements for liquid waste
(effective 11-19-81)

1. Are bulk or non-containerized liquids
placed in the Tandfill?

2. Does the landfill have a chemically
and physically resistant liner
system?

3. Does the landfill have a functional
leachate collection system?

4, Are fee liquids stabilized prior
to or immediately after placement
in the landfiil?

(G) Special requirements for Containers
(effective 11-19-81)

Are empty containers crushed flat,
shredded, or similarly reduced in volume
before being, buried beneath the surface
of the landfill?

~Not Inspected 15



0 and P
INCINERATION and THERMAL TREATMENT

(A) Facility Name:

(B) Date of Inspection:

I. Determination of Steady State

A. Type of unit (i.e., type of incinerator or thermal treatment:):

B. Components and steady state condition: N
k% Was this component at SS prior to adding waste?

Component - Yes No NI* Remarks

IT. MWaste Analysis

A. Minimum requirements, for wastes not previously burned/treated.
T. Required analyses; has an Yes No NI* _ Remarks
analysis been performed
for the following:

a. Heating value

b. Halogen content

c. Sulfur content

*Not Inspected 16



Yes HNo NI+ Remarks

2. Documented, written data may
be substituted for analysis
for these. Are either present
for:

a. Lead?

b. Mercury?

B. Other parameters for which the waste is tested to enable owner or operator to establish
steady state or determine the types of pollutants which may be emitted. (Note in
Remarks any which you feel should be tested for.)

Remarks
1.

IIT. Monitoring and Inspections

Yes No  NI* Remarks

A. Combustion/emission control instruments
monitored at Teast every 15 minutes

B. Steady state maintained or corrections
attempted?

C. Stack Plume observed at least hourly
for normal color and opacity?

D. Did any stack observations made by
owner or operator show a plume dif-
ferent than normal?**

E. 1If yes to D above, were corrections
made to return emissions to normal
appearance?*¥

F. Complete unit and associated equip-
ment inspected daily for leaks, spills,
and fugitive emissions?

G. Emergency shutdown controls, system
alarms checked daily for proper
operation?

~ *Not Inspected
**Specify in Remarks for what period of time this was checked.

17



V. Open Burning

A. Only complete this part if the fac

1. Does this facility burn only
waste explosives?

(A No answer means other
hazardous waste is open-

burned. )

If this facility open-

burns waste explosive,

does it burn the waste

at a distance greater

than or equal to the

minimum specified distance
(below)

ility open burns hazardous waste.

Yes HNo NI* Remarks

Pounds of waste ex
or propellants

plosives

Minimum distance from open
burning or detonation to the
property of others

0 to 100ceceee. .
101 to 1,000......
1,001 to 10,000
10,0001 to 30,000

CHEMICAL, PHYS

Facility Name:

LSRN I )

204 m 670 Tt
vessoseee 380 m 1.250 ft
........ « 530 m 1,730 ft
......... 690 m 2,260 ft

Q
ICAL and BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT

‘Date of Inspection:

1. Is equipment used to treat only
those wastes which will not cause
leakage, corrosion, or premature

failure?

Is a continously fed system
equipped with a means of hazardous
waste inflow stoppage or control
(e.g., cut-off system?)

*Not Inspected

yes No NI* Remarks

18



Yes No NI* Remarks

3. Has the owner or operator addressed Y &
the waste analysis requirements of "’wjgif ¢//
265.4027 i

4. Are inspection procedures followed
according to 265.4037?

5. Are the special requirements fulfiiled
for ignitable or reactive wastes?

6. Are incompatible wastes treated? (If
yes, 265.17(b} applies.) :

Note: EPA has temporarily suspended the applicability of the requirements of the hazardous
waste regulations in 40 CFR Parts 122, 264 and 265 to owners and operators of (1)
wastewater treatment tanks that receive, store, and treat wastewaters that are
hazardous waste or that generate, store or treat a wastewater treatment sludge which
is a hazardous waste where such wastewaters are subject to regulation under Sections
402 or 307(b) of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1257 et seq.} and (2) neutralization
tanks, transport vehicles, vessels, or containers which neutraliz wastes which are
hazardous only because they exhibit the corrosivity characteristic under 40 CFR §261.22
or are listed as hazardous wastes in Subpart D of 40 CFR Part 261 only for this reason.

o _ IX ‘
Complete this section if the owner or operator of a TSD facility alsc generates

hazardous waste that is subsequently shipped off-site for treatment, storage, or
disposal.

1. MANIFEST REQUIREMENTS

Yes No NI* Remarks

(A) Does the operator have copies
of the Manifest available for

: v
review? %f{

(B} Do the Manifest forms reviewed
contain the following information:
(If possible, make copies of/or
record information from, mani-
fest(s) that do not contain
the critical elements)

1. Manifest document number? X

2. Name, mailing address, telephone
number, and EPA ID Number of
Generator )(

19



(€)

(A)

(B)

(C)

Yes No NI*

3. HName and EPA 1D Number of
Transporter(s)? 3

Remarks

4, Name, address, and EPA 1D
Number of Designated permitted
facility and alternate facility? ><

5. The description of the waste(s)
(DOT shipping name, DOT hazard ciass,
DOT identification number)?

6. The total quantity of waste(s) and
the type and number of containers

loaded?
7. Required Certification? 4
8. Required Signatures? }/

Does the Owner or Operator Submit
Exception Reports when Needed? rd

(ET) PRE-TRANSPORT REQUIREMENTS

ey

Is waste packaged in accordance
with DOT Regulations?
(Required prior to movement of

hazardous waste off site)

o . -
St Do s A

Are waste packages marked and .labeled

in accordance with DOT Regulations

concerning hazardous waste materials?

(Required to movement of hazardous V///
waste off site)

If required, are placards available
to transfer? o

20




Omit Section 3 if the t..ility has interim status and i.. Part A permit application
describes storage

ﬁ;gi’ On Site Accumulation
R

Yes No NI* Remarks

1. Are containers marked with /By§4
start of accumulation date?

2

2. Are the containers of hazardous
waste removed from installation
before they can accumulate for
more than 90 days

3. Are wastes stored in containers
managed in accordance with 40 CFR
Part 265.174 and 265.176 (weekly
inspections of containers, containers
holding ignitable or reactive wastes
Tocated at least 15 meters (50 Feet)
from facility's property line?

4, If wastes are stored in tanks, are
the tanks managed according to the
following requirements?

a. Are tanks used to store only
those wastes which will not cause
corrosion leakage or premature
faitlure of the tank?

b. Do uncovered tanks have at
Teast 60 cm (2 feet) of freeboard,
dikes, or other containment
structures?

c. Do continous feed systems
have a waste-feed cutoff?

d. Are required daily and weekly
inspections done?

e. Are reactive & ignitable wastes
in tanks protected or rendered non-
reactive or non-ignitable? (If
waste is rendered non-reactive or
non-ignitable, see treatment
requirements?

f. Are incompatible wastes stored
in separate tanks? (If not, the
provisions of 40 CFR §265.17(b)
apply) J

21
*Not Inspected



VI. RECORDKEEPING and REPORTING
(Part 262, Subpart D)

Yes No NI* Remarks

(A} Are Manifests, Annual Reports,
Exception Reports, and all test
results and analyses retained for )
at least three years? }(

(B} Has the Generator submitted N _
<Annual Reports and [xception / 1
Reports as requi’re(é,l m\gﬁ,’g A o ovmabl “4(&’

VIT. INTERNATIONAL SHIPMENTS
(Part 262, Subpart E)

¥

(A) Has the installation imported %Q
or exported Hazardoqs Waste? E%; }(

(If A was answered Yes, then complete the followino as applicable.)
1. Exporting Hazardous waste,
has a generator:

a. Notified the Administrator
in writing?

‘b, Obtained the signature of the
foreign consignee confirming
delivery of the waste(s) in the
foreign country?

c. Met the Manifest requirements?

2. Importing Hazardous Waste,
has the generator:

a. Met the manifest réquirements?

*Not Inspected 22



X
TRANSPORTER REQUIREMENTS
40 CFR Part 263

Complete this Section if the owner or operator transports hazardous waste.

I. MANIFEST SYSTEM AND RECORDKEEPING
(Subpart B)

Yes HNo NI* Remarks

(A) Are copies of the completed
manifests or shipping paper(s)
available for review and
retained for three years? }f

/

I1. INTERNATIOINAL SHIPMENTS

A. Does the Transporter record on the

manifest the date the waste left the .
U.S.? L '

“B. Are signed completed manifest(s) £
on file? .

Y. MISCELLANEQUS

A. Does Transporter transport
- hazardous waste into the . )
U.S. from abroad : pd

B. Does the Transporter mix
hazardous waste of different
DOT shipping descriptions
by placing them into a single
container? . 4

NOTE: If (A) or (B) were answered "Yes" then the Transporter is also a Generator and must
comply with the Generator regulations.

Jt Inspected

23



REMARKS

Use this section to briefly describe site activities observed at the time of the
inspection. Note any possible violations of Interim Status Standards.




December 11, 1978

Mr. Roy M. Strong
Enviro-Chem Corporation
R.R. 1, Box 197A
Zionsville, IN 46077

Dear Mr. Strong:

Re: Disposal of Wastewater from
the 0il Reclamation Process at
Enviro-Chem Corporation, Zionsville

This will acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated November 1,
1978, concerning the above-referenced subject.’

Approval is hereby granted until May 1, 1979, for disposal of
5,000 gallons per day of wastewalter from Enviro-Chem Corporation's oil
reclamation process, at the Northside Landfill, Operating No. 6-1,
‘Boone County. The waste is to be mixed with refuse and covered with a
minimum of six inches of‘cover soil by the end of the working day.

This approval is granted subject to the following-conditipns:

1. That the wastewater from the oil reclamation process not
exceed 5% oil. '

2. That Enviro-Chem Corporation draw from the oil separation
lagoon at the Northside Landfill a.volume of liquid equal to
the volume of wastewater disposed of with the refuse at the
Northside Landfill. ' :

3. That the volume of wastewater into the refuse and the volume
of liquid out of the oil separation lagoon appear on Enviro-Chem
Corporation's Regulation SPC-17 hauling report.

This approval will be revoked if the landfill fails to maintain
compliance with Regulation SPC-18. Any necessary local approval must be
obtained from the Boone County Health Department.. The waste must be
hauled in accordance with Regulation SPC-17.







Mr. Roy M. Strong -2- | ‘ December 5, 1978

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Eggleston at
317/633-0176. '

Very truly yours,

Oral H. Hert
Technical Secretary

. JMEggleston/ds
cc: Northside Landfill
Boone County Health Department
bece: Jim Hunt ' -
George Oliver

as  11/30  RT
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h .
P - e
e
T,

- STATE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER . EPA IDENTIFICATION RUMBER
JIf Applicable) ' '

RCRA INSPECTION REPORT - INTERIM STATUS STANDARDS
TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES
Form A - General Facility Standards

I. General Information:

- {A) Facility Name: Eﬂwowur\rnenkél(ngawwqa&hu\ Gradh (&%EYW\CGQ,(ﬁQSEXKl%Rkw (Foviges (ﬁnowq<%«~§
(B) Street: _ RusS [ dd U 2§70

(€) City: _Ziermiia (D) State: Tuckioma (E) Zip Code:  4e7T
(F}Y Phone: i1 "S- (oiSD (G} County: "y |

(M) Operato?f

(I) Street:
(J) City: (K} State: | (L) Zip Code
(M) Phone: {N) County:
- (Q)  Owner: ]
(P) Street:-
(Q) City: | (R) State: __(S) 7ip Code:
§T) Phone: () County:
(V) Date of Inspection: ' (W) Time of Inspection (From) (To)

(X} Weather Conditions:

K i




(Y) Person(s) Interviewed

! ‘§§~ &}5 d ; !S‘g;"‘\. S%

Title

Worachond

M. S Wkessel

M. Sk e\ﬂ;tf‘ﬂn‘\

: mao. Teny Cleall
{Z) Inspection Participants

Genmad Oormag

OO,
%\\‘h‘%
Agency/Title

TORH [Dvdaniam @

(AA)  Preparer Information

Name .
DN Wesran Gew

Agency/Title
388 | Sandediee 1l

1T, SITE ACTIVITY:

Te]ephone

EHREEAEE

S

g

Te1ephone

QD L3305

Telephone
Qi) 63D —S2S

Complete sections [ through VII for all treatment, storage, and/or disposal
facilities. Complete the forms (in parenthesis} in section VIII corresponding
to the site activities identified below:

VA, (Storagdand/or Treatment
J. Containers (I)
@2 Tanks {J)

3. Surface Impoundments (K)
4. MWaste Piles (L)

B. Land Treatment (M}
C. Landfills (N)

(0 and P)

Treatment (Q)

D. Incineration and/or Thermal Treatment

E. Chemical, Physical, and Biological

Note: If facility is also a generator or transporter of hazardous waste complete sectiors
IX and X of this form as appropriate.




11I. GEMERAL FACILITY STANDARDS:
(Part 265 Subpart B)

Yes No = NI* "Remark

(A) Has the Regional Administrator
' been notified regarding:

1. Receipt of hazardous
waste from a foreign source? . _ 4
VA

2. Facility expansion?

{B) General Waste Analysis:

1. Has the owner or operator obtained lq Skesoga |
a detailed chemical and physical - ?SUJLLﬁuA?53LCA1QQQ«h§3iﬂnc@h
analysis of the waste? ‘ \// Aot Anialyses Are deemed)

e b f&d;e&hv-oj“\:’_

2. Does the owner or operator have
a detailed waste analysis plan
on file at the facility?

3. Does.the waste analysis plan

- specify procedures for inspection
and analysis of each movement of
hazardous waste from off-site? v

(C} Security - Do security measures include:
(if applicable)

1. Z24-Hour surveillance?

- o~
_ 3re 2bheuns~ | MWxQ%ﬂm
2. Artificial or natural

barrier around facility?

e 4G
Sacitiny

:&LﬂEkgmﬁhz_%ﬁiﬂiﬁwﬁfnhb%ﬂxéﬁ

'3, Controlled entry?

-4, Danger sign(s) at
- entrance? '

< KKK

'(D) Do Owner or Operator Inspections
Include:

1. Records of malfunctions?

2. Records of operator error?

KKK

3. Records of discharges?

*Not Inspected 3



(F).

ITI. uENERAL FACILITY STANDARDS - Com.inued -

4, Inspection schedule?

5. Safety, emergency equipment?

6. Security devices?

7. Operating and structural
devices? -

8. Inspection log?

Do personnel training records
include: (Effective 5/19/81)
f. Job titles?

2. Job descriptions?

3. Description of training?

4. Records of training?

5. Have facility personnel received
: required training by 5-19-817

6. Do new personnel receive
required training within
six months?

If required are the fo110wing-specia1
requirements for ignitable, reactive, or

incompatible wastes addressed?
1. Special handling?
2. No smoking signs?

3. Separation and protection
from ignition sources?

*Not Inspected
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IV. PREPAREDNESS .AND PREVENTION:

{Part 265 Subpart C)

(A) Maintenance and Operation
of Facility:

Is there any evidence of fire,
explosion, or release of
hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituent?

(B) If required, does the facility
have the following equipment:

1. Internal communications or
alarm systems?

2. Telephone or 2-way radios
at the scene of operations?

3. Portable fire extinguishers,
fire control, spill control
equipment and decontamination
equipment?

Indicate the volume of water and/or foam

Yes No NJ* Remarks

/

available for fire control:

{C} Testing and Maintenance of
Emergency Equipment:

1. Has the owner or operator
established testing and
maintenance procedures
for emergency equipment?

2. Is emergency equipment
maintained in operable
conditions?

(D)} Has owner or operator provided
immediate access to internal
alarms? (if needed)

*Not Inspected




(E} Is there adequate aisle space -
for unobstructed movement?

RV

V. CONTINGENCY PLAN AND EMERGENCY PROCEDURES:

(Part 265 Subpart D)

(A) Does the Contingency Plan contain the
following information:

I‘

The actions facility personnel
must take to comply with

§265.51 and 265.56 in response
to fires, explosions, or any
unplanned release of hazardous
waste? (If the owner has a Spill
Prevention, Control, and Counter-
measures (SPCC) Plan, he needs
only to amend that plan to
incorporate hazardous waste
management provisions that are
sufficient to comply with the
requirements of this Part (as
app1icab1e.)

Arrangements agreed by local -

police departments, fire departments

hospitals, contractors, and State

" and local emergency'response teams
- to coordinate emergency services

pursuant to §265.377

Names, addresses, and phone
numbers (office and home) of all
persons qualified to act as
emergency coordinators?

A Tist of all emergency equipment

at the facility which includes the
location and physical description
of each item on the list and a
brief outline of its capabilities?

An evacuation plan for facility

Yes No NI* Remarks

v

\/

/

VA

personnel where there is a possibility

that evacuation could be necessary?

(This plan must describe signal(s)
to be used to begin evacuation,
evacuation routes, and alternate

evacuation routes?)

*Not Inspected

V4




V. COMTINGENCY PLAN AMD EMERGENCY PROCEDURES - Continued -

Yes No NI* Remarks

(B) Are copies of the Contingency Plan
available at site and local emergency
organizations? : \j/

() Emergency Coordinator

1. Is the fac??ity Emergency
Coordinator identified? , o

2. 1s coordinator familiar with
all aspects of site operation
and emergency procedures? \V4

3. Does the Emergency Coordinator
have the authority to carry out
the Contingency Plan? \/

(D) Emergency Procedures

If an emergency situation has occurred

at this facility, has the Emergency

Coordinator followed the emergency

procedures listed in 265.567 - \//

VI. MANIFEST SYSTEM, RECORDKEEPING, AND REPORTING
(Part 265 Subpart E)

Yes No' NI* Remarks

(A) Use of Manifest System

1. Does the facility follow the
procedures Tisted in §265.71 for
processing each manifest?

2., Are records of past shipments
retained for 3 years? v

~ (B) Does the owner or operator meet
requirements regarding manifest ,
discrepancies? - ' \J/

*Not Inspected 7



VI. RECORDKEEPING - Continued -

{C} Operating Record

1. Does the owner or operator
- maintain an operating
record as required in
265.737 v

2. Does the operating record Co-
contain the following
information:

**h, The method(s) and date(s)
of each waste's treatment,
storage, or disposal as \//

required in Appendix I?

¢. The location and quantity
of each hazardous waste
within the facility? Vi

***d, A map or diagram of each
cell or disposal area
showing the location and
quantity of each hazardous
waste? (This information
should be cross-referenced
to specific manifest
number, if waste was
accompanied by a manifest.) N 1oy

e. Records and results of all
waste analyses, trial tfests,
monitoring data, and operator
inspections? \//

f. Reports detailing all
incidents that required
implementation of the
Contingency Plan? v

g. A1l closure and post closure
costs as applicable?

(Effective 5-19-81) N

*%  See page 33252 of the May 19, 1980, Federal Register.

*#%%  (Only applies to disposal facilities

*Not Inspected 8



(A)

(8)

VIT. CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE -
(Part 265 Subpart G)

Yes "No .. 'NI*' Remarks

Closure and Post Closure
1. Is the facility closure To-
plan available for inspection :
by May 19, 19817 v
2. Has this plan been submitted to'

- the Regional Administrator = s
3. Has closure begun? \/
4. Is closure estimate available

"~ by May 19, 19812 Y 4

Post closure care and use of property

Has the owner or operator supplied
a post closure monitoring plan?
(effective by May 19, 1981)

VIII. FACILITY STANDARDS
(Part 265, Subparts I thru R}

I
USE AND MANAGEMENT OF CONTAINERS

Date of Inspection: nedogs. 1 B

Yes No NI* Remarks

1. Are containers in good condition? Vi

2. Are containers compatible with
waste in them?

ﬂhh’ﬁ_‘_u,gigcl &1 ‘ (raged oy bymna gl

4, Are containers managed to prevent
Teaks?

5. Are containers inspected weekly for
teaks and defects?

3. Are containers stored closed? ' i
\/
\/ | .

6. Are ignitable & reactive wastes
stored at least 15 meters (50 feet)
from the facility property line? N/
(Indicate if waste is igntable or
reactive.)




Facility
1.

7.

*Not Inspected

_ Yes'

Are incompatible wastes stored in
separate containers? (If not, the
provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b)
apply.)

Are containers of incompatible
waste separated or protected from

‘each other by physical barriers

or sufficient distance?

.

J
TANKS

Name:. GueppponcelGosebuoad ChenedlGo?

Are tanks used to store only those
wastes which will not cause corrosion,w/
leakage or premature failure of the

~

No  NI* Remarks

o i

L L

Date of Inspection: y\\eooobe, ‘)

tank?

Do uncovered tanks have at least
60 cm (2 feet) of freeboard, or
dikes or other containgment
structures?

Do continuous feed systems have
a waste-feed cutoff?

Are waste analyses done before the
tanks are used to store a substan-
tially different waste than before?

< A

. Are required daily and weekly

inspections done?

Are reactive & ignitable wastes

in tanks protected or rendered non-
reactive or non-ignitable?

Indicate if waste is ignitable or
reactive. (If waste is rendered
non-reactive or non-ignitable, see
treatment requirements.)

Are incompatible wastes
stored in separate tanks?
(If not, the provisions of
40 CFR 265.17(b) apply.)

10
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Facility Name: ' Date of Inspection:

- freeboard?

Are 1ncompat1b1e wastes stored

Yes No  NI* Remarks'

Has the owner or operator observed the National Fire Protection
Associations buffer zone requ1rements for tanks containing ignitable
or reactive wastes?

Tank capacity: - S gallons

-

Tank diameter: 4 feet

Distance of tank from property tine feet

G T T QP S A W e R A P D

{See table 2 - 1 through 2 - 6 of NFPA's "Flammable and Combustible Liquids
Code - 1977" to determine compliance.)

K
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS

Do surface impoundments have
at least 60 cm (2 feet) of

R g P T T T

Do earthen dikes have protect1ve
covers?

L] R - AT B AT T R

Are waste analyses done when the
impoundment is used to store a
substantially different waste
than before?

Is the freeboard level inspected
at least daily?

T O

Are the dikes inspected weekly
for evidence of leaks or
deterioration?

L o - T o Nl o T T - N B e T T 4P G e O U O B G R

Are reactive & ignitable wastes
rendered non-reactive or non-
ignitable before storage in a
surface impoundment? (If

waste is rendered non-reactive
or non~-ignitable, see treatment
requirements. )

TR R Y P P T A G A W T 0 5 P S i i W I I I O

in different impoundments? (If
not, the provisions of 40 CFR
265.17(b) apply.)

1



L

WASTE PILES

Facility Name:

B L o L P T VPR e —

Yes
1. Are waste piles covered or protected
from dispersal. by wind?

2. Is each in-coming movement of
waste analyzed before being added
to the waste pile?

3. Are leachate, run-off, and run-on
controlled as per the requirements
of 265.2587 (The effective date
of this provision is Nov. 19, 1981.)

4. Are reactive & ignitable wastes

: rendered non-reactive or non-
ignitable before storage in a
pile? Indicate if waste is
ignitable or reactive. (If
waste is rendered non-reactive
or non-ignitable, see
treatment requirements.)

5. Are piles of reactive or
ignitable waste protected
from materials or conditions
that might cause them to ignite
~or react?

6. Are incompatible wastes stored in
different piles? (If not, the
pravisions. of 40 CFR 265.17(b)
apply.)

/. Are piles of imcompatible waste

nrotected by barriers or distance
from other waste?

*Not Inspected ‘ 12

No

e

o —

Date

NI*

of Inspection:

Remafks
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M

LAND TREATMENT

Facility Name:

- {Effective. date:

d - O

Is treated hazardous waste capable
of biological or chemical
degradation?

Lot L]

. 'Are'funQOff and run-on diverted ,

from the facility or collected?

) November 19,
1981)7?

1s waste analyzed according

to 265.273?

If food chain'crops are grown
at the facility, has the owner

or operator addressed the

requirements of 265.276?

Is an unsaturated zone moni-
toring plan designed and
implemented to detect the
vertical migration of
hazardous waste and provide
information on the background
concentrations of the hazardous
waste available?

Does the unsaturated zone moni=-
toring plan address the minimum
information specified in 265.2787

Are records kept regarding appli-

cation dates and rates, quantities,

and Tocations, of all hazardous waste
placed in the facility? e
Are the special requirements -
fulfilled regarding land treatment

of ignitable or reactive wastes?
(Indicate if waste is ignitable
or reactive.)

g 2

Are incompatible wastes Tand
treated? (If yes, 265.17(b)
applies)

13

Date

L

e

of Inspection:

Y

)
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Facility Name:

(A)

(B)

(C)

(D)

N
LANDFILLS

Gereral Operating Requirements
Does the facility provide the following:

**1. Diversion of run-on away from active
portions of the fill?

*¥%2. Collection of run-off from active
portions of the fi11?

**3,  Is collected run off treated?

4. Control of wind dispersal of
hazardous waste? -

(**Effective 11-19-81)

Surveying and Recordkeeping
Does the Operating Record Include:

1. A map showing the exact location
and dimensions of each cell?

2. The contents of each cell and the
location of each hazardous waste
type withing each cell?

C1osufe‘and Post—Closﬁre ‘

1. Is the Closure Plan available for
inspection by 5-19-817

2. Has this plan been submitted to
the Regional Administrator?

3. Has closure bhegun?

4. Is closure cost estimate available
by 5-19-81?

Special requirements for ignitable or

reactive waste

Are ignitable or reactive waste

treated so the resulting mixture
is no Tonger ignitable or reactive?

pn oo

o

-

e

L

Date of Inspection:

Reharks

- - - D R O W G

< = LS 1 T g D

- P N R

T S e AP - e A AR R R e o AP W RO A R

R TP AT T Y - W

i B Sl e e 3 -
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Yes No NI* Remarks

(If waste is rendered non-reactive
or non-ignitable see treatment
requirements)

~If not, the provisions of 40 CFR
265.17(b) apply.

(E) Special Requirements for-Incompatib1é
- Wastes.

. Does the owner ot operator dispose of
incompatible wastes in separate celis?

1f not, the provisions of 40-CFR
265, 17(b) apply.’

(F) Spec1a1 requirements for liguid waste
(effective 11-19-81)

1. Are bulk or non-containerized liquids
- placed in the landfill?

- 2. Does the Tandfill have a chemically
and physically resistant liner
system?

3. Does the landfill have a functional
leachate collection system?

4, Are free Tiquids stabilized prier
to or immediately after’ piacement
in the landfill?. .

(G} Special requirements for Containers
(effective 11-19-81)

Are empty containers crushed flat,

~ shredded, or similarly reduced in "volume
before be1ng buried beneath the surface
of the ]andf1]1?

*Not Inspected ' 15



0 and P
INCINERATION and THERMAL TREATMENT

(A} Facility Name:

(B) Date of Inspection:

I. Determination of Steady State

A. Type of unit (i.e., type of incinerafor or thermal treatment):

B. Components and steady state condition:
' **%% Was this component at SS prior to adding waste?

Component - Yes No  NI* Remarks

I1I. Waste Analysis

A. Minimum requirements, for wastes not previously burned/treated.

1. Required analyses; has an Yes No NI* Remarks
analysis been performed
- for the following?

a. Heating value

b. Halogen content

¢. Sulfur content

*Not Inspected 16



A.

IV. Open Burning

Yes No NI=*

Does this facility burn only
waste explosives?

(A No answer means other
hazardous waste is open-
burned.)

Only complete this part if the facility open burns hazardous waste,.

Remarks

If this facility open-
burns waste explosives,
does it burn the waste

at a distance greater
than or equal to the
minimum specified distance

(below)

Pounds of waste explosives
or propellants

Minimum distance from open
burning or detonation to the
property of others .

0 to 100...cc..s ereesiteves
101 to 1,000, 40eeececanas s
1,001 to 10,000, c0eeveanes
10,0001 to 30,000...c000ene

Q

204 m 670 ft
380m 1,250 ft
530m 1,730 ft
690m 2,260 ft

CHEMICAL, PHYSICAL and BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT

FaciTity Name:

Date of Inspectioh:

Yes No NI*

Is equipment used to treat only

- those wastes which will not cause
Teakage, corrosion, or premature
failure? ‘

Remarks

Is a continuously fed system
equipped with a means of hazardous
waste inflow stoppage or control
(e.g., cut-off system?)

18

*Not Inspected



Yes No NI=* Lemarks -
2. Has documented or written data
been substituted for analysis
of either:

a. Lead?

b. Mercury?

B. List other parameters for which the waste is tested to enable owner or opérator to establd
steady state or determine the types of pollutants which may be emitted. (Note in
Remarks any which you feel should be tested.)

Remarks

111. Mpnitoring and Inspections

- Yes No NI* Remarks

~A. Are combustion/emission control instruments
monitored at least every 15 minutes?

B, Is steédy state maintained or corrections
attempted?

€. 1Is stack plume observed at least hourly
for normal color and opacity?

D.:'Did”ény stack observations made by
“owner or operator show a plume dif-
ferent than normal ?**

£E. If yes to D above, were corrections
made to return emissions to normal
appearance?*x

F. Are the complete unit and associated equip-
ment inspected daily for leaks, spills,
and fugitive emissions?

G. Are emergency shutdown controls and:
system altarms checked daily for
proper operation?

*Not Inspected
**Specify in Remarks for what per1od of tzme this was checked.’

17



Yes No  NI*  Remarks -

3. Has the owner or operator addressed

the waste analysis requirements of
265.4027?

4. Are inspection procedures followed
according to 265.403? | -

5. Are the special requirements fulfilied
for ignitable or reactive wastes?

6. Are incompatible wastes treated? '(If
yes, 265.17(b) applies.)

Note: EPA has temporarily suspended the applicability of the requirements of the hazardous
waste requlations in 40 CFR Parts 122, 264 and 265 to owners and operators of (1)
wastewater treatment tanks that receive, store, and treat wastewaters that are
hazardous waste or that generate, store or treat a wastewater treatment siudge which
is a hazardous waste where such wastewaters are subject to requlation under Sections

. 402 or 307{b) of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and (2) neutralization
‘tanks, transport vehicles, vessels, or containers which .neutralize wastes which are
hazardous only because they exh1b1t the corrosivity characteristic under 40 CFR §261.22,
or are listed as hazardous wastes in Subpart D of 40 CFR Part 261 only for this reason.

IX
Complete this section if the owner or operator of a TSD fac111ty also generates

hazardous waste that is subsequently shipped off=- s1te for treatment, storage, or
disposal.

T. MANIFEST REQUIREMENTS

Yes No NI*  Remarks

{A) Does the operator have copies
of the manifest available for
review? , : v

(B) Do the manifest forms reviewed
contain the following information:
(1f possible, make copies of, or
record information from, mani-
- fest(s) that do not contain
the critical elements)

- 1. Manifest document number? - N

2. Name, mailing address, telephone
number, and EPA ID Number of
Generator \//

19



©

(A)

(B)

Yes No  NI* Remarks

3. Name and EPA ID Number of
Transporter(s)? \/

4, Name, address, and EPA 1D
Number of Designated permitted
facility and alternate facility? v

5. The description of the waste(s)
(DOT shipping name, DOT hazard class,
DOT identification number)? v

6. The total quantity of waste(s) and

the type and number of containers

loaded? \//
7. Required certification? ~/
8. Required signatures? \//

Does the owner or operator submit -
exception reports when needed? 4 Nla

2. PRE-TRANSPORT REQUIREMENTS

Is waste packaged in accordance
with DOT Regulations? :
(Required prior to movement of
hazardous waste off-site)

4
S

rd\g

Are waste packages marked and labeled

~in accordance with DOT regulations
.concerning hazardous waste materials?

(Required to movement of hazardous : -
waste off-site) - i Na

If required, are placards available
to transporters of hazardous waste?

20



Omit Section 3 if the facility has interim status and its Part A permit app11cat1on
descr1bes torage

3. On Site Accumulation

Yes Nd NI# Remarks

1. Are containers marked with  ~
start of accumulation date?

2. Are the containers of hazardous
waste removed from installation
before they can accumulate for
‘more than 90 days?

3. Are wastes stored in containers
managed in accordance with 40 CFR
Part 265.174 and 265.176 (weekly
inspections of containers, containers
holding ignitable or reactive wastes
located at Teast 15 meters (50 Feet)
from facility's property line?

4. 1f wastes are stored in tanks, are
- the tanks managed according to the
following requirements?

a. Are tanks used to store only
those wastes which will not cause
‘corrosion leakage or premature
failure of the tank?

b. Do uncovered tanks have at
least 60 cm (2 feet) of freeboard,
dikes, or other containment

. structures?

c. Do continuous feed systems
have a waste-feed cutoff?

d. Are reguired daily and weekly
inspections done?

"~ é. Are reactive & ignitable wastes
in tanks protected or rendered non-
reactive or non-ignitable? (If
waste is rendered non-reactive or
non-ignitable, see treatment
requirements?

f. Are incompatible wastes stored
in separate tanks? (If not, the
provisions of 40 CFR §265 17(b)

apply)

21
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VI. RECORDKEEPING and REPORTING
{Part 262, Subpart D)

Yes No _NI* Remarks

(A) Are Manifests, Annual Reports,
Exception Reports, and all test -
results and analyses retained for
at least three years? W/

(B) Has the generator submitted
Annual Reports and Exception

Reports as required? AV mok_eequmed

VII. INTERNATIONAL SHIPMENTS
{Part 262, Subpart E)

Has the installation imported
or exported Hazardous Waste?

(If answered Yes, complete the following as applicable.)

1. Exporting Hazardous waste,
has a generator:

a. Notified the Administrator
in writing?

b. Obtained the signature of the
foreign consignee confirming
delivery of the waste{s) in the
foreign country?

c. Met the Manifest requirements?

2. Importing Hazardous Waste,
has the generator:

Met the manifest requirements?

*Not Inspected _ R



X |
TRANSPORTER REQUIREMENTS -
40 CFR Part 263

Complete this Section if the owner or operator transports hazardous waste.

I. MANIFEST SYSTEM AND RECORDKEEPING
(Subpart B)

-  Yes No NI* . ‘Remarks'

Are copies of the compieted
manifests or shipping paper(s}
available for review and
retained for three years?

1. INTERNATIOINAL SHIPMENTS

A. Does the transporter record on the
manifest the date the waste left the
U.s.?

B. Are 51gned comp]eted manifest(s)
on file?

V. MISCELLANEOUS

~A. Does transporter transport
- hazardous waste into the
U.S. from abroad?

B. . Does the transporter mix
hazardous waste of different
DOT shipping descriptions
by placing them into a single
container?

NOTE: If {A) or (B) were answered "Yes" then the Transporter is also a Generator and must
comply with the Generator regulations.

*Not Inspected

23



© REMARKS

Use this section to briefly describe site activities observed at the time of the
inspection. Note any possible violations of Interim Status Standards.
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DATE:

SUBJECT:

FROM:

TO:

U 'EDSTATESENWRDNMENTALPRL ZCTION AGENCY

May 29, 1980

Report on a trip to Enviro~Chem Corporation, and Northside
Sanitary Landfill, Zionville, IN, on 5/20/1980

George H. Madany . # %-
OHM Coordinator

Charles G, Castle, Acting Chief
Environmental Emergency Section

Purpose: To investigate if Enviro~Chem Corp. or Northside
Sanitary Landfill are in vieclation of The Clean
Water Act of 1977 (CWA) P.L, 95-217 Section 311,

Previous Investigations: Messers R, Shandross and R, Karl of
HWMS, visited the site on March 12, 1980 and March 14, 1980,
A report dated March 26, 1980 was submitted by Mr, Shandross
to Mr. J. S. Goldstein, ,

Messers P, Olsen, R, Shandross, E, Morterson, and R, Lillith
visited the site on April 10, 1980. Mr, Olsen submitted a report
dated April 23, 1980 to the Enforcement Div. files,

Investigation: Information contained in Messers Shandross's
and Olsen's reports will not be repeated in the following
narrative,

On May 20, 1980 at about 11:00a.m., I met with Messers Ray M, Strong,
President, Mike Finton, Vice President, and George Dayhuff, Director

of Safety and Environmental Compliance of Envirow«Chem Corporation,

They reviewed the operation of the plant, the facilities that they

have, and the plans that were underway to have a safe and environmentally
acceptable operation. They indicated that they were anxious to comply
with recommendations that the EPA might have,

They indicated that the drain pipe that was in the dike around their
drum storage area, had been removed. The dike on the north side of
the storage area has been raised to 3 feet high and they plan to
increase its height to 5 feet, The dike on the south side of the
storage area was raised to 5 feet high, and plan to increase its
height to six feet, The dike is 12 feet wide and is made of compacted
clay dirt, Its permeability is supposedly 10~ 7 cm/sec. When the
dike is built up as planned, gravel is going to be spread on its
top, so that a fire truck could drive at its top if necessary. The
dike is supposed to withstand a 5" rain or more, that is equivalent
to a 100 year flood experience. They were preparing to let bids

for a security fence and gates around the diked area,
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They were also considering either building a roof over the storage
area, or constructing a water treatment plant. The comparative
cost of these two projects was to be the deciding factor. They
said that they had let out bids for a hydrology study of their
plant site,

I toured the area and verified what they had related to me. The

drain pipe was removed, and the dikes were built up. There was
nothing leaking out of their storage area or their plant, The

unnamed creek nearby was clear and clean, Photographs were taken

of the southern dikes. They were told that further recommendations
may be forthcoming from EPA., Apparently they had used some distillation
bottoms and solvents that they had, as fuel in their boilers. These
had some chlorinated substances of about 5-50 ppm. This had alarmed
the media, who were investigating this fact, Enviro=Chem then stopped
using any solvents that may have chlorinated substances in them, and
shifted to fuel oil #2,

At about 1:00p.m. I went to Northside Sanitary Landfill and met
Mr, John Bankert the owner-manager. We drove all around the landfill
and over it.

The landfill is built up tens of feet above thc original land grade.
Thus rain water tends to leach through the landfill and get to the
stream nearby. No leachate was in evidence when I inspected the area,
but a dried brown path indicated where leachate flowed at one time.
This was photographed. Mr, Bankert said that a dark colored leachate
emanates at the periphery of the landfill, He has not taken hazardous
substances into his landfill yet; but would like to be permitted to do
so. The landfill is underlayed by about 140 feet of blue clay. The
neighbor's wells are about that deep also, but the underground water
table lies about 25 feet below the ground surface (original grade).

Mr. Bankert tried to seal the sloping sides of the landfill with blue

clay., This was not a workable solution, He has started now digging a
ditch around the landfill, leading to a treatment pond, He thus hopes
to channel any leachate to the treatment pond,

The landfill had a used o0il reservoir pit at one time; but he has
disposed of the o0il and closed the pit,

cc: L. E. Townsend
P. Olson - Enforcement r
R. Shandross - Hazardous Waste Management Section v



ENVIROQCHEM
Boone County, Indiana

Location and Background

Envirochem (ECC) is an abandoned waste storage and recycling business which
recovered solvents and oils from industrial sources. This facility was in
operation from August 1977 to May 1982. The site ig adjacent to the Northside
Sanitary Landfill and occuples approximately 6.5 acres of land on U.S. 421
north of Zionaville,

On—-site storage practices resulted in an inventory beyond that needed to
maintain recycling operations. On one occasion, this excessive inventory
resulted in an overflow of contaminated rainwater from a holding pond into
Unnamed Ditch which flows next to the facility. Unnamed Diteh flows into
Finley Creek, which in turn flows into Eagle Creek. Numerous drums stored
on-site, deteriorated and leaked their contents into the ground. Organic
solvents were found in ground water samples taken from on-site wells.

Operations at ECC ceased under a Court Order obtained by the Indiana
Environmental Management Board (IEMB) on May 5, 1982. At that time, over
25,000 drums and 1,500,000 gallons of waste remained on-site.

Emergency Action

The U.S. EPA initiated an emergency action in May 1983 to treatr contaminated

on-site surface water that was threatening the water quality of area streams.
In July 1983, a second immediate removal began at ECC to remove approximately
5,000 drums from the site for the purpose of lessening the threat of fire and
explosion on-site.

State and federal authorities negotiated a full scale surface cleanup with 246
companies in mid 1983. The cleanup, which began in March and continued
through 1984, removed approximately 30,000 drums, 220,000 gallons of bulk tank
waste, 5;000 cubic yards of soil and sludge and 5,000,000 gallons of
contaminated water.

Remedial Investigation (RIL)/Feasibility Study (FS)

ECC was proposed for inclusion on the National Priorities List (NPL) in
December 1982 and appeared in the QOctoher 1984 update. In December 1983, the
U.5. EPA commenced a subsurface RT of the site to identify both specific
contaminants posing a hazard to the public health and pathways of contaminant
migration off-site, The RI Final Report was made public during a neeting held
in Zionsville on May 18, 1986. The results of the RI indicated the presence
of both organic and inorganic contaminants at various on—-gite locations.
Contamination was also found in the shallow saturated zone and an underlying
sand and gravel aquifer. Organic contamination was also detected in surface
water samples from nearby Finley Creek.




In August 1986, IDEM staff completed its review of the Draft ECC Feasibility
Study (FS) and submlitted comments to the U.S. EPA. The FS contained various
alternatives for remediating the site, including ground water collection,
excavation and removal of soil, and incineratien,

Due to the close proximity of ECC to the Northside Sanitary Landfill (NSL),
the U.S. EPA determined that it would be cost effective to remediate both
sltes with a combined remedy. A Combined Alternative Analysis (CAA) was
undertaken which combined elements of the remedial alternatives presented in
both the ECC and NSL feasibility studys. The CAA was presented to the public
in December 1986. The remedy selected by both the U.S. EPA and the IDEM
included a RCRA cap, perimeter leachate collection system, a ground water
collection system, on-site treatment of both ground water and leachate and
discharge into Finley Creek, and access and deed restrictions.

The U.S. EPA signed the Record of Decision (ROD) for NSL and ECC on September
25, 1987. The ROD contains the U.S. EPA's final decision on the actual remedy
selected for the site and concurs with the remedy proposed in the CAA., All
the State's applicable, relevant or appropriate requirements (ARARs)
pertaining to the site, which included RCRA closure standards, NPDES limits,
and Fleod Control regulations, have been incorporated into the ROD.

Remadial Action

The U.S. EPA and IDEM have conducted numerous technical meetings with the
consultants representing the various groups of potential responsible parties
(PRPs) associated with both sites. The meetings afforded all parties the
opportunity to discuss the technical basis for selecting the remedy, specific
components of the remedy and the PRPs views on appropriate alternative
remedies.

Additional on-site investigative work was conducted by the U.S. EPA, IDEM and
PRPs assoclated with ECC after the completion of the RI to identify additional
zones of contamination that could be contributing to contamination found in
Finley Creek. An area near the confluence of Finley Creek and Unnamed Ditch
was found to be highly contaminated with organic solvents.

The PRPs associated with ECC proposed an alternative remedial action plan
which addresses the ECC site separately from NSL. The plan proposed using a
different technology than that proposed by the U.S. EPA. Both the State and
U.S. EPA carefully reviewed the proposal to determine whether it adequately
addressed all the concerns assoclated with the site. After detailed techniecal
discusslions, a consent decree requiring the PRPs to implement their remedy was
signed between the PRPs, the U.S. EPA and the State in September 1989,

The major components of the remedial action ineluded:
- Soill vapor extraction, concentration destruction
- RCRA Subtitle C cap
- Access restrictions

- Subsurface and surface water ronitoring

The Consent Decree 1s currently being reviewed by the Department of Justice.



